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THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 23, 1954 

United States Senate, 

Banking and Currency Committee, 

Detroit^ Mich. 

The committee met at 10 a. m.. Senator Homer E. Capehart, chair- 
man, presiding. 

Present : Senator Capehart. 

Also present: William Simon, general counsel, and Clarence E. 
Dinkins, assistant counsel, FHA investigation. 

The Chairman. The committee will please come to order. 

I would first like to call the roll of witnesses. If you are present, 
please answer “Present,” and then we will take a record of those that 
are not present. 

Is Mr. J oyce A. Schnackenberg present ? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. Present. 

The Chairman. Fred W. Knecht? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Mr. Fred W. Knecht; is he present? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Jerome Kaufman? 

Mr. Kaufman. Present. 

The Chairman. Saul Silberman? 

(No response.) 

The Chahiman. Ward McCreedy ? 

Mr. McCreedy. Present. 

The Chairman. Harry Coulton ? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Harry Coulton? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Albert R. Barbeau ? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. William H. Carrico ? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Helen Parker Bennett? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Mildred Redman ? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. John D. Redman? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Cedar Point Thompson ? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Lawyer Brown ? 

(No response.) 
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The Chairman. Mrs. Ruth Stokes ? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Jack Chisik? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Mary Halbeisan ? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Daniel Pintamo? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Mrs. Mary S. Galler? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Philip Rosenbaum ? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Chester C. Murszewsld ? 

Mr. Mxjrszewski, Present. 

The Chairman. Irwin Gerald Kepes ? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. William Ray Shepherd ? 

Mr. Shepherd. Here. 

The Chairman. Wallace F. Helies ? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Doris Helies? 

Mrs. Helies. Present. 

The Chairman. Where is W allace F. Helies ? Is he present ? 

Mrs. Helies. No. 

The Chairman. Do you know where he is ? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes, I do. 

The Chaikm.\n. ^Wiere? 

Mrs. Helies. Over in Canada right now. They expect him any 
time. 

The Chairman. Dominick Keno Gertinisan ? 

{No response.) 

The Chairman. Gerald Swabb ? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Gerald Swabb ? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Israel Crouter ? 

Mr. Crouter. Present. 

The Chairman. Leonard Pickan ? 

Mr. Pickan. Present. 

The Chairman. Mrs. Jim Mace? 

Mrs. Mace. Present. 

The Chairman. We will go over that list again of those that are 
absent : ' ■ 

Mr. Knecht, is he present ? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Saul Silberman ? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Harry Coulton ? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Albert Rarbeau ? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Walter H. Carico ? 
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(No response.) 

The Chairman. Helen Parker Bennett ? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Mildred Kedman? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. John D. Redman? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Cedar Point Thompson ? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Lawyer Brown ? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Mrs. Ruth Stokes ? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Jack Chisik? 

(No response.) 

The CiiAHiMAN. Marie Halbeisan? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Daniel Pintamo? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Mrs. Mary S. Galler, Philip Rosenbaum, Gerald 
Kepes ? 

Mr. I^PES. Here, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Wallace F. Helies. You say he is in Canada? 

(No response.) 

The ( hiAiRMAN. Dominick Keno Gertinisan? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Gerald Swaab? 

. Mr. Swaab. Here. 

The Chairman. I just want to say that these people are all under 
summons, and unless they appear tho}^ will be in contempt of the 
United States Senate. If you know any of them, you can do them 
a favor by notifying them to appear. 

This is the Senate Banking and Currency Committee, acting under 
a resolution introduced by myself and the late Senator Maybank of 
Soutli Carolina, in which we are investigating the Federal Housing 
Administration in all its aspects, which resolution was unanimously 
passed by the committee and by the United States Senate. 

We will hold hearings here today and tomorrow. We may be able 
to finish up by tomorrow noon, but we certainly will finish by 4 o’clock, 
and if there are any witneases or any business that we ought to handle 
that we are unable to handle here in a short period of time, we will 
call them to Washington at a later date for hearing, in Wasliington. 

Anyone feeling that they can avoid being heard by failure to show 
up here will be subpenaed and brought to Washington, D. C., for 
hearings. 

Our first witness today will be Mr. Ward McCreedy, who is assistant 
commissioner of the Michigan Corporation and Securities Commis- 
sion for the State of Michigan. 

Will you be sworn, please? 

Do you solemnly swear tlie testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? 
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TESTIMONY OF WARD McCREEDY, DEPUTY COMMISSIONEK, 
MICHIGAN CORPORATION AND SECURITIES COMMISSION 

Mr. McCreedy. I do, sir. 

The Chairman. Thank yon, sir. Will yon please be seated. 

It is the rule of this committee that any witness may have an 
attorney to accompany him or if any witne-ss objects to having his 
photograph taken while he is testifying, or television or motion pictures 
while he is in the witness chair, we will abide by his wishes in tliat 
respect. 

The Chairman. Mr. McCreedy, will you give your full name and 
address to the reporter for the record, and also tell us vour business. 

Mr. McCreedy. Mr. Chairman, mv name is Ward McCreedy. I 
live at 1538 Lawrence, in the city of Detroit. I am the deputy com- 
missioner of the Michigan Corporation and Securities Commission 
in charge of the builders division for the State of Michigan. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. McCreedy, does your office license contractors who 
do home repair work ? 

Mr. McCreedy. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. That is the State of Michigan ? 

Mr. McCreedy. That is for the State of Michigan. 

Mr. Simon. In that connection, are you acquainted with activities 
of contractors doing home imorovement, home repair work, under 
title I of the National Housing Act ? 

Mr. McCreedy. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Would vou tell the committee briefly the experience 
that you have had with disre])utable contractors whose home repair 
work has been financed under title I of the National Housing Act? 

Mr. McCreedy. If it is agreeable with the committee, the com- 
mission has prepared a brief statement on this, summarizing this 
entire problem, and we would be very glad to 

The Chairman. Would you prefer to read that statement? 

Mr. McCreedy. I would like to, sir. 

The Chairman. And then be questioned about it later ? 

Mr. McCreedy. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Do you have extra copies of it ? 

Mr. McCreedy. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Suppose you proceed to read the statement. We 
might want to ask questions when you go along. If not, we will wait 
until you finish your statement. 

You may proceed. 

Mr. McCreedy. The Michi.gan Corporations and Securities Com- 
mission is a State agency, which has as one of its functions the licensing 
of building and maintenance and alteration contractors. This power 
is derived from Act 208, Public Acts, 1953, which requires that any 
one contracting with homeowners for work on residential structures 
be licensed by the State. The intent and purpose of this act is to 
protect the homeowner. . 

A similar act has been in effect since 1945. Over a period of years, 
this commission has been in direct contact with the homeowners and 
contractors, who have been financing home repairs through the Fed- 
eral Housing Administration. As a result, it has accumulated a num- 
ber of cases depicting the behavior of individuals in this business, 
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which may be of benefit in the search for corrective amendments to 
the present Federal Housing Administration Act. 

At the outset, we wish it clear! 3^ understood that we feel that FHA 
was and is a very necessary and beneficial piece of legislation. Its 
broad use in tlie restoration of housing b^' persons who could not 
otherwise a fiord it testifies to the soundness of the idea. The corrup- 
tion of the good in the program has been possible because of weak 
spots in it, which allow for fraudulent practices. These should be 
corrected and the overall benefits should be continued. We wish it 
emphasized also that none of the difiiculties experienced in this field 
have been caused by or contributed to by lax or improper administra- 
tion by FHA employees. To oui* knowledge 

Mr. Simon. To what extent, Mr. McCreedy, haye you made an in- 
vestigation that leads 3^011 to that conclusion? 

Mr. McCreedy. Well, we come to that conclusion after examining a 
number of complaints by the homeowners in which we have known 
how the FHA has behaved under those conditions, and our knowledge 
of the FHA Act as to how it is present^v construed. 

Mr. Simon. Would 3^11 consider that tlie Federal Housing Admin- 
istration is wholly blameless for the thousands of suede-shoe salesmen 
operating in the country ? 

Mr. McCreedy. I am not prepared to talk about the whole national 
organization. This statement refers pretty much to the local admin- 
istration — the local ottice of the FHA Act. I don’t believe that the 
individuals in the act are wholly blameless: no, sir. 

Mr. Si.MO.x. By the act, you mean the Administration? 

Mr. McCreedy. Sir? 

, Mr. Simon. You mean the agency when you say the act? 

Mr. McCreedy. Yes, sir. 

To our knowledge, this Administration has always been conscien- 
tious and vigorous. It is possible that some of our experiences in this 
field will be of assistance to you in plugging the loopholes. 

All amilysis of our files discloses that the majority of homeowner 
complaints received deal with (1) sales practices and (2) improper 
workmanship. The most wideljy used scheme is referred to as the 
“model home” approach. This is a practice in w^hich the contractor 
convinces the homeoAvner that the remodeling will not cost the home- 
owner any money and that his house is going to be used as a model for 
future sales in that neighborhood. An intricate part of this scheme, 
which has developed in its owm right as a serious abuse of the Federal 
Housing Administration facilities, is the procurement of the comple- 
tion slip from the homeowner through deceit before the work is com- 
pleted. A third is the use of bonuses to obtain the deal. These sales 
techniques have resulted in many homeowners receiving bank payment 
books wdthout getting the wmrk they contracted for. Tlie number of 
contractors and .salesmen in the State using such devices to enrich 
themselves is small in proportion to the total number of legitimate 
conti-actors. How^ever, their activity is voluminous and the results 
affecting the families run into many thousands of dollars in fraudu- 
lently induced contracts each year. The State of Michigan has con- 
sistently revoked licenses in which the evidence substantiated that these 
practices exist. This action, how’ever, has not eliminated the fraudu- 
lent practices. 
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The above practices can exist for two general reasons. First, be.| 
cause the contractor is the go-between, between the homeowner anil 
the lending institution. He holds a unique position in business 
since he acts as a contractor and credit interviewer for lending instj. 
tutions. The homeowner need never see the cash, because it is paii 
directly by the bank to the contractor. The contractor is furnishej 
with credit application forms and completion slips. It does not tah 
some contractors long to discover that he can falsify credit applica-, 
tion statements of the homeowner, or that the completion slip is a 
ticket to immediate payment for him. As this knowledge increases 
among the contractors there is proportionate increases in the prob. 
lems of the homeowner. 

The commission has records in its files disclosing that a lending 
institution has extended Federal Housing Administration facilities 
where the face of the contract itself showed that it had been procured 
by a person whose license had been revoked for fraudulent Federal 
Housing Administration sales practices. 

The Chairman. I want to come back to that a little later, so keep 
that in mind, will you? 

Mr. McCreedy. Yes, sir. 

It also has a record disclosing that an FHA loan was given to a 
dealer who has been on the Federal Housing Administration precau- 
tionary list since 1945. In this case, the contract was obtained by 
a person whose license was revoked in 1952 for fraudulent Federal 
Housing Administration sales practices. This contract was obtained 
in April 1953; The Michigan Corporation and Securities Commis- 
sion has denied the license of the dealer involved because of his sales 
practices and the fact that he is on the Federal Housing Administra- 
tion precautionary list. 

The bank was not unaware of these salesmen’s records, but had no 
legal or economic reason to refuse the loans. It is even possible that 
the Government in some of these cases is guarariteeing unenforceable 
obligations because the contract would be held illegal at the start 
Therefore, the commission proposes that aside from the strong crim- 
inal penalties placed against the offending contractors, there be 
stronger responsibilities placed on lending institutions which would 
make it unprofitable for them to deal with fraudulent contractors and 

salesmen, „ , . . . , • 

Aside from the moral responsibility of the institutions to ascertain 

the true nature of the loan, there appears to be no legal or business 
necessity. In the first place, these institutions are protected by the 
holder in due-course doctrine. This makes it impossible for a home- 
owner to claim that he was fouled and enables the lending institu- 
tions to proceed to collection. If the homeowner defaults on his loan 
the lending institution turns it over to the Federal Government for 
collection and the lending institution is indemnified against serious 
loss. 

There is no reason for lending institutions to take logical protective 
measures if they stand to lose nothing. It would appear that these 
institutions become mainly interested in volume. This system of the 
Government guaranteeing loans where the lending institution, the 
salesmen, the contractor— in fact, everyone but the homeowner— is 
unconditionally' guaranteed protection, has its obvious weaknesses. 
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It seems logical and feasible that the lending institutions should be 
required to determine whether or not, in fact, the actual work they 
are lending money for has been done. This was originally contem- 
plated by the Federal Housing Administration when it developed the 
^-called completion slip. With the current practices, however, and 
the continued reliance of the credit institutions on this unverified com- 
pletion slip, it would appear that more stringent methods of making 
this determination are in order. Increased vigilance is likewise 
needed to curb the improper inducing of contracts whether or not 
the work is done. 

If legislation were passed placing a greater responsibility of clear- 
ance and determination of credit at me source where credit is extended, 
the amount of homeowners suffering from fraudulent sales techniques 
and improper workmanship would be greatly and severely reduced. 
Such action by the lending and credit institutions would also give 
greater weight to a licensing law and enable the full intent of some of 
I the present legislation to be fully realized. 

It is possible that some of the following recommendations could be 
considered in drafting of new legislation : 

1. Precutionary list: Make the precautionary list of the Federal 
Housing Administration an instrument to stop contractors from 
receiving benefits of the Federal Housing Administration. In the 
past it was used as a warning to lending institutions that an individual 
IS not honest. It does not, however, prohibit the lending institution 
from extending credit to those individuals on the precautionary list. 
It becomes discretionary with the lending institution. If the Govern- 
ment is guaranteeing loans, it should not be left up to anybody except 
the Federal Housing Administration as to whom it wishes to deal 
with. 

2. In States having licensing laws for contractors, make it manda- 
tory that anyone obtaining Federal Housing Administration benefits 
be properly licensed for the work which is undertaken. 

3. Place greater responsibility for determining the authenticity of 
credit applications and completion slips on lending institutions. 

4. Remove from the contractor the right to furnish credit applica- 
tion blanks and completion slips to the homeowner. This appears to 
be a mechanical operation and it is possible to place the determination 
directly in the hands of the lending institution. 

The Chairman. I think your suggestions are excellent. However, 
I want to say this : That you don’t make a single suggestion that the 
FHxi didn’t have the authority and right to do in the past if they 
wanted to do so. The law permitted them to do it. They had the 
light to do it. They could have done it. Today they are doing many 
of those things, but not quite all of them. 

You lay considerable stress here upon the banking institutions. 
What is your record here with regard to banking institutions ? 

Mr. McCreedy. By and large, it is good. There are some instances 
in which we feel it could be greatly improved. 

The Chairman. Have you any concrete examples of any lending 
institutions here that lend money or have lent money, or have financed 
these loans, when they loiew^ that the dealers were on the blacklist, 
precautionary list ? 
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Mr. McCreedy. Well, you say when they knew. If they shoiilj 
have known I could answer the question. I don’t know whether they 
knew or not. They had every reason to know. 

Mr. Simon. Is what you are saying because the Federal Govern, 
ment guaranteed 100 percent of the loan the bank would close their 
eyes and not exercise the banking judgment that they would have used 
i| it had been their own money they were lending? 

Mr. McCreedy. I believe there is a lot to that, sir. 

The Chairman. Do you have the names of any lending institutions 
here that we ought to check into ? 

Mr. McCreedy. Yes, sir. I don’t know if you ought to check into 
them. 

The Chairman. Do you have any concrete examples ? 

Mr. McCreedy. I have cases, as I said in my statement, where the 
banks are giving business to people whose licenses have been revoked 
by the State or the Federal Housing Administration Act. 

The Chairman. Did they know about it ? 

Mr. McCreedy. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Did they continue to finance their loans? 

Mr. McCreedy. They did, sir. 

The Chairman. Can you give us the names of those institutions ? 

Mr. McCreedy. Industrial National Bank. 

Mr. Simon. What is the name of the contractor whose paper they 
took after his license had been canceled ? 

Mr. McCreedy. J ack Chisik, 

Mr. Simon. What was the business of J ack Chisik ? 

Mr. McCreedy. When they took his business? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. McCreedy. He was working appai’ently as a salesman for his 
brother who was licensed. 

Mr. Simon. What was the name of his brother's company ? 

Mr. McCreedy. They didn’t have a company. He had a license in 
his own name. 

The Chairman. Do you have any information on the Keno Homes 
Improvement Co. run by Dominick K. Gertinisan? 

Mr. McCreedy. The Keno Home Improvement Co. has been denied 
a license by the State of Michigan, and has applied for a formal 
hearing on its license applications. 

The Chairman. Were they financed by a lending institution here 
after they had been put on the blacklist ? 

Mr. McCreedy. I do not know, sir. 

The Chairman. You do not know about that concern ? 

Mr. McCreedy. No. 

Mr. Simon. How long have you been with the Michigan Securities 
Commission ? 

Mr. McCreedy. About 3 years. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know how long these practices that you relate 
have been going on ? 

Mr. McCreedy. They have apparently been going on before I came 
because the present commissioner, James C. Allen, who was formerly 
building commissioner, and takes the same stand that I do — I mean 
this is a commission statement and he had difficulties of the same 
nature when he was in charge of the division. 
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Mr. Simon. Do you know how long these practices have been going 
oil I 

Mr. McCitEEDY. I would say at least from 1948 on. 

Mr. Simon. Had they been going on before 1948? 

Mr. IMcCreedy. I don't have any information in my files that I could 
produce here showing that it has. 

^ Mr. Simon. You don't know one way or another ? 

Mr. McCbeedy. No, sir. 

The Chairman. We possibly will want a little more testimony from 
you later. If you will please stand by, we would appreciate it very 
imich. We will ask you some more questions, I think, later. 

Mr. Carrico. May I interrupt, Senator ? There have been some wit- 
nesses that came in before Mr. McCreedy took the stand. 

The Chairman. If any witnesses arrived since we called the roll, 
will you please stand up and give your name ? 

Mr. Carrico. William H. Carrico, Better Business Bureau. 

Mr. Barbeau. Albert R. Barbeau, Industrial National Bank. 

Mr. Knecht. Frederick Knecht. 

Mr. Colton. My name is Colton. 

The Chairman. Our next will be Mr. William H. Carrico, manager 
of the building and construction division of the Detroit Better Busi- 
ness Bureau. Mr. Carrico, will you please come forward? Will you 
please be sworn ? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give w’ill 
be the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? 

. TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM H. CARRICO, DETROIT BETTER 

BUSINESS BUREAU 


Mr. Carrico. I do, sir. 

The Chairman. Please be seated and give your full name and ad- 
dress and your affiliation to the reporter for the record, please. 

Mr. Carrico. William H. Carrico, 1431 O’Flanders, Detroit, man- 
ager of the building and construction division of the Better Business 
Bureau, Detroit. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Carrico, would you speak into the microphone a 
little? 

In connection with your better business bureau activities, have you 
receiA^ed complaints from homeowners that they Avere defrauded under 
home-repair programs and under title I of the Housing Act ? 

Mr. Carrico. We have. 

Mr. Simon. Would you tell the committee briefly Avhat has been 
your experience with those complaints, Mr. Carrico ? 

Mr. Carrico. Over the many years I have been connected with the 
bureau, we have received numerous complaints involving home re- 
pairs in the building field. 

Mr. Simon. How long have you been with the bureau ? 

Mr. Carrico. 28 years. 

Mr. Simon. When did these complaints start coming in ? 

Mr. Carrico. I would say, to my knowledge, our first experience 
involving FHA deals was shortly after the act was enacted. 

Mr. Simon. That was in 1934 ? 
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Mr. Carrico. Thereabouts. 

Mr. Simon. Have they persisted continuously since 

Mr. Carrico. We have had complaints consistently since. 

Mr. Simon. Will you tell the committee what has been the nature 
of those complaints ? 

Mr. Carrico. Primarily on workmanship, on signing completion 
certificates ahead of time, the model-home racket. 

Mr. Simon. Has the model-home pitch been used in Detroit ? 

Mr. Carrico. It has. 

Mr. Simon. Would you tell the committee how that has operated? 

Mr. Carrico. It has been operated by salesmen and companies who 
would send people out to knock on doors, to sell siding jobs, or various 
other remodeling work. They would first send out what is known 
as a bird dog. He would knock on the door and say that he repre- 
sented a so-and-so manufacturer, and the sales manager was in town 
and would like to come out and make you a proposition. It won’t cost 
you a penny. 

The homeowner would be gullible, would fall for it. He would 
make an appointment. Then the high-pressure salesman would come 
along, tell the homeowner that he is representing a certain well-known 
manufacturer, which, of course, he wasn’t, and would tell the home- 
owner that they were looking for homes in that neighborhood to use as 
a model. They would take before and after pictures of the house. 
They would adverti.se it over the radio, TV, and newspapers, to show 
what good work this particular company could do. They would say, 
“It won’t cost you anything. All you have to do is sign these papers 
for credit information.” 

Sometimes they would say, “This is to show that we have been out 
here to visit your house.” 

Mr. Simon. Those papers, of course, were the FHA application 
forms which constituted a note? 

Mr. Carrico. A contract. 

Mr. Simon. And the contractor company could take that paper to 
the bank and get a hundred percent from the bank? 

Mr. Carrico. And completion certificates at the same time. 

In an hour, or at least the very next day, the company would come 
out and start work; not keep on working, but nail a few pieces of 
siding on the house, or tear on an eaves trough, or something like that 
and then finish it later. Two weeks later, maybe a month, they would 
get a payment book showing that some lencling institution was de- 
manding payment for 36 months. There has been evidence which I 
have ill my file where, in filling out. these contracts, they would falsify 
the contract by .showing a downpayment that actually never was made. 
There is evidence in my file showing the salesmen, to further convince 
the homeowner, that it was going to be free, would write out a separate 
deal on the back of a contract, or separate sheet of paper saying that 
for every recommendation or every sale they would be paid 25 to 50 
dollars. 

There is evidence in the past where salesmen and companies have 
made payments to the lending institution to keep the account in line. 

Mr. Simon. Did the salesmen who used the model-home pitch gen- 
erally operate on a par basis ? 

Mr. Carrico. I am not quite familiar with your meaning of “par.” 

Mr. Simon. Was the salesman told that the dealer wanted X dollars 
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for the job and everything the salesman could get over X dollars was 
liis ? 

Mr. Carrico. The dealers I have pei‘sonally investigated have been 
along those lines. The contractor would work on maybe a cost-plus 
10 percent and everything that was over that amount the salesman 
would oet. 

Mr. Simon. Calling the amount which the contractor wanted to get 
for himself as par, and the salesman getting as his commission every- 
thing over par, have you had cases where the price the homeowner 
paid was as much as a hundred percent over pars 

Mr. Carrico. I would say three to four hundred percent over. 

The Chairman. You mean the salesman would get 3 to 4 times as 
much as the dealer asked for ? 

Mr. Carrico. Yes; that is the total amount of the contract. 

The Chairman. How many cases have you had like that ? 

Mr. CARRTcn. I have a record of 1 salesman, for instance, who sold 
3 deals. They were in the neighborhood of $l,f500, and his take, the 
salesman’s take was between $800 and $900 on each of those deals. 

The Chairman. They w’ere for how many dollars ? 

Mr. Carrico. Two were $1,600 or a little over, and I think one was 
$1,400.^ 

Mr. Simon. What was the name of that salesman ? 

Mr. Carrico. A. Gottleib. 

Mr. Simon. Gottleib or Gottlick? Do you have a letter with that 
information in it? 

Mr. Carrico. Yes; I do. 

Mr. Simon. Could we see it, please? 

• Mr. Carrico. Gottleib. 

Mr. Simon. Gottleib? 

Mr. Carrico. Yes. 

The Chairman. What dealer did he work for ? 

Mr. Carrico. Cozy Home Development Co. 

The Chairman. What bank financed the Cozy Home Improvement 
loans ? 


Hr. Carrico. The one I checked was Industrial National Bank. 

The Chairman. Cozy Homes was the dealer ? 

Mr. Carrico. That is right. 

The Chairman. And the Industrial National Bank was the banker ? 

Mr. Carrico. That is right. 

The Chairman. Let me ask you this : Do you think it is possible for 
fhese fellows to fleece the homeowners Avithout some cooperation on 
the part of the salesman, dealer, and lending institution? 

Mr. Carrico. It is possible to — I would answer that, there is, in my 
opinon, a definite conspiracy between the company and the salesman. 

The Chairman. Between the company — you mean the dealer? 

Mr. Carrico. The contractor and the salesman. It would have to be. 

The Chairman. What about the lender, the man that lends the 
money ? Don’t you think — is he in on it, too ? 

Mr. Carrico. I have no knowledge of that. 

The Chairman. If not in on it, don’t you think he is very careless? 

Mr. Carrico. My feeling would be that if the lending institution 
would put the ordinary precaution on lending money on FHA deals 

that they do on ordinary lending, that a lot of this stuff could be 

•caught. 



2726 


FHA INVESTIGATION 


The Chairman, Do you think it is possible for a lending institution 
not to know the dealer that they are doing business with and the kin^ 
of salesmen the dealer has? 

Mr. Carrico. They can get a report on a dealer company, on a 
contractor. 

The Chairman. Once they get one complaint of the nature we have 
been discussing, there should have been such warning to stop doing 
business with tliat dealer, should there not? 

Mr. Carrico. I would think so if they were notified. 

The Chairman. You have had an imusual amount of these home- 
repair cases in Detroit and Michigan, haven't you ? 

Mr. Carrico. I have no loiowledge of what it is elsewhere. We 
have had our headaches here ; yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Here in Detroit? 

Mr. Carrico. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. What has it run into, the dozens, hundreds, or 
thousands? I am talking about complaints over the last 20 years. 
Has it been in the hundreds or thousands ? 

Mr. Carrico. It would be in the thousands — hundreds of thousands. 

The Chairman. Hundreds of thousands? 

Mr. Carrico. I would say in the last 28 yeais. 

The Chairman. Last 20 yeiirs you mean ? 

Mr. Carrico. Twenty years. 

The Chairman. The act was passed in 1984. 

Mr. Carrico. For instance, here during 1953, in the construction 
field, which includes new building and modernization, we had a 
little over 1,600 complaints. 

The Chairman. One thousand six hundred complaints in Detroit? 

Mr. Carrico. Yes. 

The Chairman. In the year 1953 ? 

Mr. Carrico. Yes. 

The Chairman. What did you have in 1952? 

Mr. Carrico. I didn’t bring those figures along. 

The Chairman. Was it more or less? 

Mr. Carrico. I believe it was a little less. As a matter of fact, my 
report 

Mr. Simon. How about 1951, 1950 — do you have any other figures? 

Mr. Carrico. I don’t have them with me. My report shows that 
1 952 were a little less. I don’t have the exact amount. 

The Chairman. It was about the same. In other words, it has been 
running about the same each year? 

Mr. Carrico. A little more each year. 

The Chahiman. You mean to say there have been thousands of cases 
here in Detroit ? 

Mr. Carrico. That is right. 

The Chairman. Over the years? 

Mr. Carrico. That is right. 

The Chairman. Well, what have you done about it, or what has the 
better business bureau done about it? 

Mr. Carrico. Well, ever since the act was passed, I personally and 
the bureau have been trying to get some action taken, criminal prosecu- 
tion on the model-home racket. 
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The CiiATRiMAN. How can iNfr. McCready, who just testified that 
die FITA did a good job here when you testified there has been literally 
thousands and thousands of cases ? 

Mr. Carrico. I haven’t testified that the FFIA has done or has not 

done a good job. 

The Cii.UR.AiAN. No. I say Mr. McCready testified they did a 
good job; that you couldn’t blame FHA oflicials for running it. You 
testify there have been thousands and thousands of cases. MHiy didn’t 
they stop it? 

Ar. Carrico. T think Mr. McCready will testify there have been a 
gi’eat many complaints, too. 

The Chairaian. I Imow he will. Of coui-se he will. My point is: 
Why wasn’t it stopped ? I mean why didn’t FHA, the bankers, and 
the dealers stop it, particularly FHA and the lending institutions? 

Mr. Carrico. I don’t know, sir. 

The Chairaian. These thousands and thousands of cases were from 
dealers that w'ere borrowing money or selling their contracts to the 
same lending institutions, w^eren't they, over and over ? 

Mr. Carrico. During that time, of coui'se, there were quite a few 
companies and salesmen put on their so-called precautionary list, 
which slowed it down somewhat. Also there were some State prose- 
cutions under various of them, and also we know there were quite a 
few over the period of the license law who lost their license. 

The Chairman. Wlierever w^e go Ave hear the same story of thou- 
sands and thousands of cases over the past years. The last 20 years 
in fact. We are tiding to find out why FHA and the banks didn’t 
stop it The legitimate dealeis themselves should have stopped it. 
Wliy wasn’t it stopped? Can you give us any help as to why it wasn’t 
stopped ? 

Mr. Carrico. No. I have no idea why it wasn't. T know I have 
tried myself through our operation, through publicity, through co- 
operation wdth the Commission, wuth the building department and 
the State. 

Tlie Chairman. Did you liaA^e this situation we have found in 
otlier sections of the country, this pattern, where PHIA would ^Dut 
a dealer on the precautionary list — and his salesmen — then he would 
go to the other part of town and start under another name and go 
to the same banK or lending institution and start all over again? 
Have you had that here? 

Mr. Carrico. I have one in mind particularly that was sent up on 
a State charge in 1945. 

Mr. Simon. But by ‘‘sent up,” you mean went to jail ? 

Mr. C^AiiRico. Went to jail, involving an FHA deal. 

The Chairman. What was his name? 

Mr. Carrico. Joseph Fargo. 

The Chairman. Go ahead, please. 

Mr. Carrico. He was not necessarily operating the model-home 
pitch. He was just taking a deposit, money, and not completing jobs. 

Tlie Chairman. When he got out of jail, did he come back and start 
over again? 



2728 


FHA INVESTIGATION 


Mr. Carrico. He came back, operating as a used-car salesman for | 
a while, and in the last year and a half or so he has been workiig! 
with his son in the home-modernization business. 

The Chairman. Wliat bank is financing his accounts? 

Mr. 0 ARRico. I would have to check my files on that. I 

The Chairman. Can you check the file? It is very important. I 
can understand homeowners being fleeced for these kind of peoph! 

I Icnow there are people with very little education. I can’t under- 
stand, and that is one thing we are checking into very carefully, ho\y 
tliey can fleece bankei*s, avIio ought to know and have facilities and 
money to check these people and certainly ought not to have been * 
so hungry for business that they would be a part of fleecing the 
American homeowner. There has been too much of it going on. 'lie 
found so mudi of it, it has really been sickening and nauseating, 

Mr. Simon. Are there any other companies that used the model- 
home pitch and home repairs in Detroit ? 

Mr. Carrico. I don’t know whether you would consider this home 
repairs. I certainly consider it in the modernization field. There 
are several companies who started out here prior to the first of the 
year offering and telling the public, and advertising that they could 
get free incinerators, no catch to it, just absolutely free. 

Of course, the public found out later that they weren’t free. Those 
deals were first financed under the FHA loan insurance. The FHA 
continued to, or the FHA around the first of the year cut it out, 
stopped their funds being used. Some of these lending institutions, 
however, kept on taking this paper and that was worked on more or 
less the model-home pitch, wnere they would turn in names to the 
company who woukl go out and sell, or try to sell them an incinerator 
and for every name that was turned in they would get $20 to $25, 
regardless of whether the sale was made or not. On one company 
alone there. is over 250 complaints. 

Mr. Simon. Has your bureau had any experience with Morton 
Shuter? 

Mr. Carrico. To me that name is not familiar. 

Mr. Simon. Ha ve you had any experience with Irving Swaab ? 

Mr. Carrico. I have. 

Mr. Simon. How long has he been in the home repair business ? 

Mr. Carrico. Irving Swaab was connected with Joe Fargo years 
ago, back in 1945, 1942, 1943 ; his son is one of the partners — believe 
his son, some relative, is one of the partners in the Cozy Home Im- 
provement. 

Mr. Simon. That is Gerald Swaab, is that right ? 

Mr. Carrico. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What was the business that Irving Swaab was in ? 

Mr. Carrico. Modernization. 

Mr. Simon. What was the name of his company ? 

Mr. Carrico. I would have to check my file on that. That is in at 
least 1942 or 1943. 

Mr. Simon. Has the bureau had any experience with Joseph Cesack ? 

Mr. Carrico. That isn’t familiar. I would have to check my file 
on that one, too. 

Mr. Simon. Are there any other experiences the bureau has had 
that you think should be called to the attention of this committee? 
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^r. Carrico. I can go into other examples of model home and com- 
pletion slips if you care to do that. 

^ Mr. Simon. Would you care to do that briefly ? 

Carrico. Yes. 

We )iacl complaints on Advance Construction Co. 

I Mr. Simon. Who are the owners of that company? Was it a man 

I 'named Marvin Kepps? 

Mr. Carrico. He was in on that, and Jack Chisik. 

Ml’. Simon. How long have they been in the home modernization 

business ? 

Mr. Carrico. Jack Chisik has been around here in the moderniza- 
tion business, according to my files, I believe 

The Chairman. They owned the Advance Construction Co. back 
in 104G; did they not? 

Mr. Carrico. Thereabouts. 

The Chairman. They operated under the name of the Glendale 
Lumber & Supply Co. and under the name of Jack Chisik in 1948, 
and then again in 1950 Glendale, a partnership ? 

Mr. Carrico. I believe so. 

The Chairman. Then again in 1950, the Advance Construction Co., 
in 1951, the Cozy Home Improvement Co. ? 

Mr. Carrico. Whether Jack Chisik was part of the Cozy Home my 
record didn’t show. 

The Chairman. For all practical purposes and in substance they 
were one and tlie same people? 

Mr. Carrico. Yes. 

The Chairman. Now are they operating at the moment under the 
name of the Oak Park Building & Supply Co. ? 

Mr. Carrku). That is Joe Fargo’s son. 

The Chairman. Wlio is he? 

Mr. Carrico. He is tin* one I just testified to that took about $50,000 
in 1945 on FHA deals, and contracts, and didn’t do any work. 

The Chairman. You mean just deliberately stole it? 

Mr. Carrico. He took contracts for it, and got money on completion 
slips from the lending institution. 

Mr. Simon. Who was the lending institution? 

Mr. Carrico. Midland Investment Co. 

Mr. Simon. Are they still in business ? 

Mr. Carrico. I couldn’t find them in the phone book yesterday 
when I checked that point. 

The Chairman. I want the staff to look up the Midland Investment 
Co. and if they are still in business, get the officers over here or one 
of them. We want to talk a little bit about this and find out about 
the Midland Investment Co. 

Who else financed these gentlemen or wdio else financed their con- 
tracts ? 

Mr. Carrico. Midland was the only one that I know that handled 
Joe Fargo’s accounts back in 1945. 

The Chairman. They handled this entire $50,000 worth? Is that 
your understanding? 

Mr. Carrico. Yes. I would like to make one correction. The total 
contracts were $50,000. Fargo actually got from compliance amt 
advance from the finance company a little over $25,000. 



2730 


FHA INVESTIGATION 


The Chairman. You mean for his own use? 

Mr. Carrico. He was using it for his own use, and he would rob 
Peter to pay Paul. 

The Chairman. He was setting up sort of strawmen, was he, sign- 
ing the contracts ? 

Mr. Carrico. He was. 

The Chairman. Forging people's names to them and getting the 
money ? 

Mr. Carrico. There was everything alleged in his deal. One of 
his partners was robbing mailboxes to get the 

The Chairman. The checks? 

Mr. Carrico. The payment books. I have some pictures on his 
<leals, if the committee cares to see them. There was one deal par- 
ticularly that was a very heart-rending situation — a woman around 
here who paid about $2,100 for an addition to her house, and all she 
got was an 18-inch by a foot-wide foundation hole, and Fargo had 
gotten the complete money. 

The Chairman. What year was that? 

Mr. Carrico. 1945. 

The Chairman. That was 1945 ? 

Mr. Carrico. Yes. 

The Chairman. Did you say Fargo is out of business no\v? 

Mr. Carrico. The last I heard he was still working for his son at 
Oak Park Co. 

The Chairman. Oak Park Building & Supply Co. That was his 
son? 

Mr. Carrico. Yes. 

The Chairman. Who was the lending institution handling their 
paper ? 

Mr. Carrico. I would have to check my file when I get back to the 
office. 

The Chairman. Would you let us know right after lunch? 

Mr. Carrico. Yes. 

(The information was later received that the institutions referred 
to were the Allied Building Credit Co. and Industrial National 
Bank.) 

The Chairman. Do you have anything more you think you can be 
helpful to us ? 

Mr. Carrico. I could spend hours giving you examples. 

The Chairman. I Imow that. We could have subpenaed dozens 
and dozens and dozens, I presume, maybe several hundred people 
that have been fleeced here in Detroit, just as we could have wher- 
ever we have been. But all we are trying to do is to figure out the 
pattern and then take necessary steps, or see that the necessary steps 
are taken on the part of FHA and the banks and evei*ybody con- 
cerned, to stamp it out and stop it. It is a nationwide scandal. 

Mr. Carrico. I found out these .salesmen would come from out of 
town and quite a few of them used aliases. They wouldn’t use their 
own names. 

Mr. Simon. Did you find a lot of them had long criminal records? 

Mr. Carrico. few have. For instance, here is one man that 

The Chairman. That is the same pattern wherever we go. 

Mr. Carrico. Arnold A. Fox was a criminal from way back, a high 
pressure, confidential selling and racketeering. 
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The Ojiairman. Confidential selling, you mean confidence game 
selling? 

Mr. AKRico. Yes. He has turned up under an operation for his 
own name and a salesman for Jack Chisik. 

The Chairman. Have you found these people operated in groups? 
They would come in and work one area today, saturate it, move on to 
another area ? 

Mr. Carrico. From my knowledge, I wouldn’t know that. 

The Chairman. Do you know any reason why siding seems to be 
the most prevalent thing they would promote or sell, these chislers? 
We find more deals, bad deals, smelly deals, on siding than we do 
anything else. 

Mr. Carrico. I think the answer there is tliat the public probably 
is more gullible for that because they do want to improve their house,, 
and siding does do it. 

The Chairman. It improves the outward appearance of it? 

Mr. Carrico. Yes. And it gives them a chance to use the setup. 
The Chairman. To use the model home setup ? 

Mr. Caiuhco. Yes. 

The (Tiairman. They call it pivot home sale. 

Mr. Caiuhco. These incinerator boys, quite a few of the salesmen 
were modernization salesmen prior. They go where the easy money 
is. 

Mr. Simon. Have they sold plastic paint jobs liere on this basis? 
Mr. ( hvRRico. It hasn't been too much. 

Mr. Simon. Mostly siding? 

Mr. C’arrigo. Yes. 

The (hiAiRMAN. Do you think it was possible for this to have con- 
tinued here or any place else without the cooperation or at least the 
winking at, or looking in the other direction, by FHA, the lending 
institution as well as the dealers? 

Mr. Carrico. I have been told in the past that the FHxV had no 
investigation of their own and everything would have to be handled 
through Washington. Whether that is the answer, I don't know. 

The CiiAHiMAN. The lending institutions were making the loans and 
processing the completion certificates, and the credit reports that were 
sent to them. Is it possible to pull the wool over the eyes of lending 
institutions? I can understand why they might get one bad egg, but 
is it possible for them to continue to do it over and over ? Did you 
ever check into that particular phase of it ? 

Mr. Carrico. I have somewhat and I have gotten various answei's. 
One, of course, has been — we spot check the dealers and the deals we 
checked we couldn’t find anything wrong with them. 

The Chairman. Did you take this matter up with the local FHA 
office on many occasions or a few or what? 

Mr. Carrico. We have taken it up with the local FHA and the local 
district office. 

The Chairman. What would they tell you ? 

Mr. (Arrico. I have a memo here. 

The Chairman. You testified it was thousands of cases. It has been 
going on for 20 years. What did they tell you? 

Mr. Carrico. Here is a memo, November 8, 1951, it happened to 
be regarding Cozy Home Improvement and other model home selling : 

This afternoon this writer had a long conference with Mr. Noonan outlining 
the approach used by these free lances in selling siding jobs in this territory. I 
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Showed them the amount of profit or commission these boys made. We brought 
out in the discussion that although there is some control on modernization com- 
panies who accept such deals, by taking away their license or the FHA charging 
them to buy back the contract, the ringleaders were still in the clear. After 
checking the law, he suggested that he would, and did, dictate a letter to the 
FHA head counsel in Washington, making a request that they come up with 
some answer. He stated he would also check the law further and see if there 
is not something in it that would cover not only the fraudulent use in its en- 
tirety, and the FHA financing, but also the using of the FHA-insured money to 
pay a certain sum back to the customer. 

The Chairman. What is the date of that? 

Mr. Carrico. November 8, 1951. 

The Chairman. They were notified at least in November 1951. 

Mr. Carrico. Yes. Also, about a year and a half a^o, I started 
mailing complaint letters to the local FHA office, and copy to the dis- 
trict attorney’s office, and I heard, and the result of that was that the 
local office did start sending out letters to the company telling them 
they had better take care of the complaint and do it in a hurry and to 
let the better business bureau know what they were doing about it. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Dinkins. May I ask one question ? 

, The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. Dinkins. Of these 1,600 complaints you referred to in 1953, did 
they all involve FHA loans? 

Mr. Carrico. No. They all were not. I have no way of knowing 
there what percentage that would be. On the modernization end of i^ 
it probably would. 

In addition to that now we had about the same amount of complaints 
in the real estate division, which, of course — no, 1,200 in the real estate 
division which would include new homes and FHA deals; some of 
these new homes would be FHA deals. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. We may want you a little 
later if you will remain, if you please. 

Our next witness will be Mr. Gerald Swaab of 3219 Glendale Street, 
Detroit, Mich. 

' Mr. Swaab, will you please be sworn ? Do you solemnly swear the 
testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

TESTIMONY OF GERALD SWAAB, COZY HOME IMPROVEMENT CO., 

DETROIT, MICH., ACCOMPANIED BY HENRY P. ONRICH AND 

MELVIN ALTAR, COXTNSEL . » 

Mr. Swaab. I do. 

The Chairman. This gentleman is your attorney? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. You may be seated, too. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Swaab, will ypu give the reporter your full name 
and address? 

Mr. Swaab. Gerald Swaab, 3219 Glendale. 

Mr. Simon. Your occupation? 

Mr. Swaab. Eight now I am a foreman. 

Mr. Simon. Who are you employed by ? 

Mr. Swaab. Weatherite contractor. 

Mr. Simon. How long have you been employed by that company ? 
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Mr. SwAAB. About 4 weeks. 

Mr. Simon. What was your last prior occupation ^ 

Mr. SwAAB. George Motor Sales. 

Mr. Simon. How long were you employed there ? 

Mr. SwAAB. About 3 months. 

Mr. Simon. What was your prior occupation to that? 

Mr. SwAAB. Kotzen Motors. 

Mr. Simon. How long were you employed there ? 

Mr. SwAAB. Seven montlis. 

Mr. Simon. "WTiat was your last prior employment to that? 

Mr. SwAAB. Ideal Plumbing Co. 

Mr. Simon. When were you employed there ? 

Mr. SwAAB. Previous to Kotzen Motors. 

Mr. Simon. During what period of time ? 

Mr. SwA^VB. I can’t rememoer the date. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know what year ? 

Mr. SwAAB. It would be the end of 1952, 1 believe. 

Mr. Simon. The end of 1952 ? 

Mr. SwAAB. I believe so. 

Mr. Simon. For how long were you employed by them? 

Mr. SwAAB. Up until the time I went to Kotzen. 

Mr. Simon. Wlien was that, 1954, the end of 1953 ? 

Mr. SwAAB. The end of 1953. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat was your last connection prior to that? 

Mr. SwAAB. Oak Park Building. 

Mr. Simon. When were you with Oak Park Building? 

Mr- SwAAB. 1952. 

Mr. Simon. How long were you with them ? 

Mr. SwAAB. Until the time I went with Ideal. 

Mr. Simon. How long was that, a year, 2 year, 3 yeai*s? 

Mr. SwAAB. Not quite a year. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat was your last prior connection to that ? 

Mr. SwAAB. Firestone Construction. 

The Chairman. Firestone Construction? 

Mr. SwAAB. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. How long were you with .them? 

Mr. SwAAB. A couple of months. 

The Chairman. Were they handling FHx\-guaranteed loans or 
making sales under FHA-guaranteed loans ? 

Mr. SwAAB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was your past prior connection to that? 

Mr. SwAAB. Cozy Home Improvement. 

Mr. Simon. Plow long were you with Cozy Homes ? 

Mr. SwAAB. I believe about a year and a half. 

Mr. Simon. What did you do before that ? 

Mr. SwAAB. Before that I was with Glendale Lumber. 

Mr. Simon. How long were yon with Glendale ? 

Mr. SwAAB. I don’t know. I don't remember the length of time. 
Mr. Simon. A year, 2 years, 3 years? 

Mr. SwAAB. I think it was not quite a year even. 

Mr. Simon. That would be about 1948 or 1949 ? 

Mr. SwAAB. 1949. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat did you do before that? 

Mr. SwAAB. I was in the Army. 
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Mr. Simon. When did you ^et out of the Army ? 

Mr. SwAAB. The end of 1947. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat did you do between the time you got out of the 
Army and the time you went to work for Glendale ? 

Mr. SwAAB. I worked for my father. 

Mr. Simon. What was your father’s business ? 

Mr. SwAAB. Highland Supply Co. 

Mr. Simon. What were your duties for the Highland Supply Co.? 
Mr. SwAAB. Truckdriver. 

Mr. Simon. What were your duties for Glendale ? 

Mr. SwAAB. Practically the same. 

Mr. Simon. Truckdriver? 

Mr. SwAAB. Well, I delivered materials to the jobs. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever do any selling ? 

Mr. SwAAB. No. 

Mr. Simon. You never did any selling for Glendale? 

■ Mr. SwAAB. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Who owned Glendale? 

Mr. SwAAB. I was the officer, qualifying officer. 

Mr. Simon. Was it a corporation or partnership ? 

Mr. Onrich. Do you want me to answer that ? 

Mr. Simon. No. 

Mr. SwAAB. I don’t remember. 

The Chairman. You say you owned the business, and yet you drove 
the truck? 

Mr. SwAAB. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. You didn’t do any selling? 

Mr. SwAAB. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Who did the selling? 

Mr. SwAAB. Other salesmen. 

The Chairman. You were the truckdriver? 

Mr. SwAAB. Yes. 

The Chairman. A very interesting thing for a man owning a busi- 
ness to be the truckdriver. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat were the names of your salesmen? 

Mr. SwAAB. I don’t even remember. 

Mr. Simon. Were any of these ex-convicts? 

Mr. SwAAB. Not that I knew, 

Mr. Simon. Not that you know. Did you make any inquiry when 
you hired them ? 

Mr. SwAAB. I didn’t hire them. 

Mr. Simon. Who hired them? " 

Don’t you know who hired them, Mr. Swaab? 

The Chairman. Did you, the truckdriver, hire them ? 

Mr. Swaab. No, I didn’t. 

Mr. Simon. Wlio did hire them? 

Mr. Onrich. He was more than the truckdriver for the purpose of 
the record. ’ ■ 

Mr. Simon. I am asking him who hired the salesmen. Who were 
your partners in the business? Do you know, Mr. Swaab, who your 
partners were ? 

Mr. Swaab, do you know who your, partners were? 

Mr. Swaab. Jack Wasserman — Irving Wasserman. 

Mr. Simon. Just the two of you? 
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Mr. SwAAB. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did he hire the salesmen ? 

Mr. SwAAB. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. You are absolutely certain you never hired a salesman? 
Mr. SwAAB. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. He hired them all; is that right? 

Mr. SwAAB. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did the salesmen operate on the model-home pitch? 
Mr. SwAAB. Not that I know of. 

Mr. Simon. Were any of your contracts ever closed on a model- 
home pitch? 

Mr. SwAAB. No. 

Mr. Simon. You are absolutely certain of that? 

Mr. SwAAB. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. You are under oath, you understand. Is that right? 
Mr. SwAAB. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. And you say unequivocally that none of your contracts 
were ever closed on a model -home pitch ; is that right ? 

Mr. SwAAB. To the best of my knowledge. 

Mr. Simon. Are you prepared to say they weren’t ? 

Mr. SwAAB. No, just to the best of my knowledge they weren’t. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know whether they were ; is that what you are 
paying ? 

Mr. SwAAB. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did you make any investigation about your salesmen 
before they were hired ? 

Mr. SwAAB. I didn’t, no. 

Mr. Simon. Did Wasserman? 

Mr. SwAAB. I can’t say. 

The Chairman. Wliere is Mr. Wasserman today ? 

Mr. SwA.vB. I don’t know. 


The Chairman. What bank financed your paper ? 

Mr. SwAAB. I don’t know that, either. 

The Chairman. You don’t know that? 

Mr. Simon. What happened to Glendale ? Did it go out of busi- 
ness, go bankrupt, or did you sell it? 

Mr. SwAAB. Went out of business. It was sold, I believe. 

Mr. Simon. Who did you sell it to ? 

Mr. SwAAB. I am not certain. I think Mel Kepes. 

Mr. Simon. K-e-p-e-s? 

Mr. SwAAB. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. How much did he pay you for it? 

Mr. SwAAB. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. A hundred dollars, $10,000? 

Mr. SwAAB. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. How much did you get out of it ? 

Mr. SwAAB. Nothing. 

Mr. Simon. You got nothing; is that right? 

Mr. SwAAB. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Who got the money he paid ? 

Mr. SwAAB. Wasserman. 

Mr. Simon. Wasserman got it all? 

Mr. SwAAB. To my knowledge, yes. 
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The Chairman. Were you a partner with him? Was it a corpora, 
tion or a partnership? 

Mr. SwAAB. I canT tell you. 

The Chairman. Can your attorney tell ? 

Mr. Onrich. It was a partnei-ship. 

Mr. Simon. You got none of the money when you sold it ? 

Mr. Onrich. There might not have been any money. 

Mr. Simon. He just got through saying there was. 

Mr. SwAAB. I don’t know how much it was. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know how much it was. sold for or who got 
it? 

Mr. SwAAB. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Then you started out with Cozy Home Improvement! 
Mr. SwAAB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Who were the partners in that? 

Mr. SwAAB. Gerald Kepes and myself. 

Mr. Simon. Is he a brother of Mel Kepes ? 

Mr. SwAAB. Nephew. 

Mr. Simon. A nephew of Mel Kepes. You and Gerald Kepes 
started Cozy Homes? 

Mr. SwAAB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. lYhat was the business of Cozy Home? 

Mr. SwAAB. Modernization business. 

Mr; Simon. Exclusively modernization ? Is that your only business! 
Mr. SwAAB, Yes. 

The Chairman. What finance company or bank financed your 
accounts ? 

Mr. SwAAB. We used different banks. 

Mr. Simon. Which ones? 

Mr. SwAAB. Industrial Bank. 

The Chairman. Industrial National Bank? 

Mr. SwAAB. Yes. 

The Chairman. Is that here in Detroit? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes. 

The Chairman. What other companies or banks? 

Mr. Swaab. Detroit Bank, 

Mr. Simon. The Detroit Bank ? Is that the full name? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes. 

The Chairman. What others? 

Mr. Swaab. I think the City Bank, if I am not mistaken. 

The Chairman. About how much business did you do and finance 
under the name of the Cozy Home Improvement Co. ? Was it $10,000, 
$100,000, a million or two million dollars, worth of business ? 

Mr. Onrich. He wouldn't know that. 

The Chairman. Wliy wouldn’t he know ? 

Mr. Onrich. Because he doesn’t have any records now, Senator. 
That is over 3 years ago. 

The Chairman. Was it less than $10,00 or more than $10,000 ? You 
wouldn’t even remember that? 

Mr. Swaab. I don’t remember the amounts. 

Mr. Simon. Did you file income-tax returns, Mr. Swaab? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did they reflect all the income that you had during the 
time you were with Cozy Homes? 
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' ]^r. SwAAB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. How much was your income from Cozy Homes ? 

Mr* S'VA.iB. That I can’t remember, either. 

Mr. Simon. Fifty thousand, ten thousand, five thousand ? 

Mr. SwAAB. Somewheres in the vicinity of $5,000. 

Mr. Si.MON. For the year and a half it was in business ? 

Mr SwAAB. I can’t remember exactly the amount. 

Mr. Simon. Were you a half partner in Cozy Homes? 

Mr. SwAAB. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did you have a salesman named A. Gottleib? 

Mr. Sw/v.\B. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You didn’t? 

(There was a conference between Mr. Onrich and Mr. Swaab.) 

Mr. Onrich. He doesn’t remember. He doesn’t have records before 
him now. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever hear of a man named A. Gottleib ? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. You did hear of him? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know him ? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat is the first name? 

Mr. Swaab. Alfred, I believe. 

Mr. Simon. Alfred Gottleib ? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did he ever work for you? 

Mr. Swaab. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t remember whether he ever worked for you? 
Mr. Swaab. (Shakes head in negative.) 

Mr. Simon. Are you serious in saying you know the man but you 
don’t remember whether he ever worked for you ? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes, sir. 

(There was a conference between Mr. Swaab and Mr. Onrich.) 

Mr. Simon. Do you know who he did work for? 

Mr. Swaab. He was not employed by me. 

The Chairman. Who is the gentleman you are talking for? 

Mr. Onihch. He is my associate, Melvin Alter. 

The Chairman. He is a lawyer representing you and your associate? 
Mr. Onrich. My associate. 

The Chairman. We are glad to have him. 

Mr. Onrich. We are trying to help this committee wherever 
possible. 

The Chairman. We appreciate that. We want you to help us if you 
can. 

Mr. Simon. Who did A. Gottleib work for in 1951 ? 

Mr. Swaab. I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Onrich. What was the year? 

Mr. Simon. Were you ever represented by Henry P. Onrich? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes, Onrich. 

Mr. Simon. Was he your lawyer in October 1951? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes. 

Mr.^ Simon. He wrote a letter to the better business bureau October 
25, 1951, with respect to three jobs that he said were sold by Cozy Home 
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Improvement, and in each one of them the saleman’s commission went 
to A. Gottleib. Does that refresh your memory any ? 

Mr. SwAAB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Was A. Gottleib working for the Cozy Home Improve- 
ment in October 1951 ? 

Mr. SwAAB. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Why did you pay him these commissions ? 

(Thei'e was a conference between Mr. Onrich and Mr. Swaab.) 

Mr. Swaab. At the time, when I was more or less a freelance sales- 
man — 

Mr. Simon. How many jobs did he sell for Cozy Home Improve- 
ment? 

Mr. Swaab. Three, about three. 

Mr. Simon. Those are the only three ? 

Mr. Swaab. I believe so. 

Mr. Simon. Are you absolutely certain of that? 

Mr. Swaab. No, t am not. 

Mr. Simon. Three are the only ones you mean we know about? 

Mr. Swaab. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. How many jobs did he sell ? 

Mr. Swaab. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Simon. Was it 30? 

Mr. Swaab. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Simon. Was it 60 ? 

Mr. Swaab. I don’t remember. 

The Chairman. Did he sell any jobs for you ? Did he sell any jobs 
for you ? 

• (There was a conference between Mr. Onrich and Mr. Swaab.) 

Mr. Swaab. As far as I know, just those three. 

' The Chairman. He did sell three jobs for you ? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Are you sure it wasn’t 16 ? 

Mr. Swaab. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was your deal with Gottleib ? Do you know what 
your deal with Gottleib was, Mr. Swaab ? 

(There was a conference between Mr. Onrich and Mr. Swaab.) 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Swaab, do you know what your deal with Gottleib 
was? 

(There was a conference between Mr. Onrich and Mr. Swaab.) 

The Chairman. We want your lawyers to assist this gentleman, but 
I think you ought to do it out loud rather than whispering to him. In 
other words, did Mr. Gottleib work fbr you ? 

Mr. Swaab. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was your deal with Gottleib? 

(There was a conference between Mr. Swaab and his counsel.) 

Mr. Onrich. This witness refuses to answer these questions the 
way you put them because of the constitutional privilege. 

The Chairman. We will be glad to put them in any other way. 

Let me ask you this, then, in order to put it the right way, if you 
think we are putting it the wrong way: What connection did Mr. 
Gottlieb have with your company? 

Mr. Onrich. This witness refuses to testify and stands on his con- 
stitutional right. 

The CiiAikMAN. He is taking the fifth amendment? 
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Mr. ONracH. Yes. ^ t • tt 

^r. Simon. I am sorry, but you cannot do that for him. He has 

j;o do it himself. 

Mr. SwAAB. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Simon. On what grounds ? 

Mr. SwAAB. Fifth amendment. 

Mr. Simon. You have to 

(There was a conference between Mr. Swaab and his counsel.) 

Mr. Swaab. That my testimony might incriminate me. 

Mr. Simon. What was the basis on which Mr. Gottleib worked or 
did work for your company ? 

Mr. Swaab. Salesman. 

Mr. Simon. Did you pay any money to any employees of banks 
totake your paper? 

Mr. Swaab. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Of course, he has his own lawyers here. They 
ought to inform him that we don’t want to take advantage of this 
witness or any other witness, but you cannot answer one question 
without answering them all. 

Mr. Simon. I take it you are aware of that. Counsel, that if he 
answers any question on the subject he loses his immunity on the 
subject. 

The Chairman. Therefore, do you wish him to answer part of the 
questions from now on and refuse to answer the others under the fifth 
amendment ? 

My point is, your client just took the fifth amendment. He refused 
to answer because it would incriminate him. My point is, from this 
time on, he has got to refuse to answer all questions, because if he 
answers one, then he loses his immunity on that subject only. 

Mr. Onricii. Senator, I would like to clarify the position here. 

The Chairman. What is there about this Gottleib thing that this 
gentleman should refuse to testify ? . _ 

Mr. Onrich. Except this, that at the later date some of this testi- 
mony ]nay be used against my client. 

Mr. Simon. If he feels his answers may incriminate him, as you 
know, he has a right to take that. 

The Chairman. We are not going to force him to answer any ques- 
tions against his wishes. 

Mr. OxRicii. Senator, regarding your questions pertaining to 
whether or not he had any dealings with the bank, and so on, those are 
not the same questions that you asked about Gottleib, so I feel that he 
can answer those questions in all fairness. 

The Chairman. I hand you, then, as the attorney for this gentle- 
man, a letter written by Henry P. Onrich, attoniey, on October 25, 
1951. Your client testified that Onrich was his attorney. 

In this letter to the better business bureau he slu>ws Mr. Gottleib on 
three deals as having been the salesman, and that they {laid him in one, 
$801.()h, and another $062.28, and in a third one $81)7.56. For ex- 
ample, let me say this : The contract price the homeowner paid $1,434, 
and according to this gentleman, your Avitness’ attorney, here were 
the costs. Clemensay Products Co., $241.91 ; Braver Lumber Co., $40 ; 
G. II. G. Roofers, $176; and the house, I don't know what they mean 
by that, I presume Cozy Homes, $175 ; and A. Gottleib, $801.09, which 
means to us that that homeowner out there — that Gottleib, the sales- 
60690— 64— pt. 4 3 
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man, got $901.09 out of a total of $1,434. The same thing is true 05 
the second one. 

Your attorney gave the name of the jobs and the address of the 
people. 

Mr. Onrich. I wrote that letter. Senator. 

The Chairman. Are you Mr. Onrich ? 

Mr. Onrich. That is me. Your Honor. 

The Chairman. You wrote the letter? 

Mr. Onrich. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Where did you get the information that is in that letter 
Mr. Onrich? ’ 

Mr. Onrich. It was submitted from the books and records and Mr. 
Swaab doesn’t have the books and records. He can’t testify. He 
doesn’t remember a thing about those figures. Those records m 
accurate. 

Mr. Simon. He would be in a better position to say what he 
remembers. 

Mr. Onrich: That is right. Some of the questions you have pro- 
pounded to him he couldn’t possibly remember because since that time, 
according to your questions that you have asked previously, he has 
had a number of other employments. 

Mr. Simon. Let us ask this question : 

Could you possibly remember the basis on which you paid Mr. 
Gottleib ? 

(There was a conference between Mr. Onrich and Mr. Swaab.) 

Mr. Swaab. You can answer that. 

Mr. Simon. Just whether you remember. Wliat was the basis? 

(There was a conference between Mr. Onrich and Mr. Swaab.) 

Mr. Simon. We want your testimony, Mr. Swaab. 

Mr. Onrich. He doesn’t know how to explain that. He is not 
familiar with — he will agree to testifying and adopt Mr. Carrico’s 
statement about how they operated. 

Mr, Simon. We haven’t asked him to agree to anything. We want 
to know the basis on which he compensated or the basis on which 
Gottleib was paid. 

Mr. Onrich. I could clarify that better than he can. 

Mr. Simon. Let us let him testify unless you know these matters of 
your own knowledge, in which case we would be glad to swear you and 
have you testify. 

Mr. Onrich. I know of these three matters. Those are the only 
three complaints Cozy ever had against them. 

The Chairman. Let us swear ydh. We will ask you about this 
letter. 

Mr. Onrich. Unless you want to interrogate on this letter. 

The Chairman. Do you .solemnly swear the testimony you are about 
to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, 
so help you God ? 

Mr. Onrich. E do. 

The (hiAiRMAN. We will ask you about this letter : I hand you this 
letter and ask you if you wrote that letter on the day given there? 

Mr. Onrich. Yes. I wrote this letter to better business bureau on 
October 25, 1951. 

The Chairman. What was the occasion of writing the letter to the 
E)etter business bureau ? 
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]^r. Onkich. I don’t recall now. 

Mr. Si:mon. Are the facts in that letter true ? 

Mr. Onrich. The facts in this letter is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Where did you get the facts ? 

Mr. Onrich. I got the facts from a document submitted to me by 
the Cozy Home Improvement Co. 

Mr. Simon. What was the document ? 

Mr. Oniuch. Just a breakdown of the figures, cost of each job. 

Ml’. Simon. On what basis was Gottleib compensated by Cozy 
Home ( 

Mr. Onrich. On the basis that Mr. Carrico testified a few minutes 
ago, that lie was a free lance, one of those salesmen that were operating 
on a free-lance brokerage business, and they took all the profits. The 
house got 10 percent. As you will notice from these figures. 

Mr. Simon. Von mean by that that the salesman sold on a basis of 
par, and everything he got above par was his? 

Mr. Onrich. I don’t know about par, but cost of the job plus 10 
percent off the top, is wliat they considered that kind of a deal. 

Mr. Sno'N. Who gave him the cost of the job? 

Mr. Onrich. Whoever the contractor hired to do the work. 

^ ^)me lia e any mechanics of its own? 

Mr. Onrich. I couldn’t answer that. I don’t Imow. 

Ml’. Simon. Wio would know that? 

Mr. Onrich. As I undei’stand 

Mr. SiM(»N. Would Mr. Swaab know that ? 

Mr. Onrich. This is Mr. Swaab here. 

IVoiild you know ? 

Mr. SwA.AB. No. 

Mr. Simon. Did Cozy Home have anv mechanics? 

Ml’. Swaab. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You subcontracted everything? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes. 

Mr. SiMuN. So Jill you did was make arrangements with subcon- 
^ctors on the one hand, to do the work, and with these people you call 
free-hiiice salesmen, on the other hand, to sell the homeowner; is that 

Mr. Swaab. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Is that right? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes. 

' percent of every contract for beino- in 

me middle and the salesman got whatever he could talk the home- 
owner out of ; IS that right ? 

(Tliere was a conference between Mr. Onrich and Mr. Swaab ) 

Mr. Simon. Is that right ? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes. 

Mr. Simon . Did Gottleib use the model-home pitch ? 

\i ‘ He doesn't know. 

Mr. Simon. Let him answer. 

Mr. Onrich. Say you don't know. 

Mr. Swaab. I don't know. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know what sales pitch Gottleib did use« 

^WAAB. No, sir. I was never in the house with him. 
wr. >imon. Did YOU have any interest in what sales pitch he used? 
i - > ^\ AAB. I don t understand what you mean. 
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Mr. Simon. Do you know what a sales pitch is ? 

Mr. SwAAB. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did you have any interest in what sales pitch was 
by a man selling your products ? 

(There was a conference between Mr. Onrich and Mr. Swaab.) 
Mr. Swaab. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know whether Gottleib did use the model- 
pitch ? 

Mr. Swaab. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know ? 

Mr. Swaab. No, sir. . 

Mr. Simon. How many other salesmen or free-lance brokers did 
you have? 

Mr. Swaab. I don’t remember now. 

Mr. Simon. Two hundred or two 1 

(There was a conference between Mr. Onrich and Mr. Swaab.) 
Mr. Swaab. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Simon. Do you remember whether it was closer to 200 or 2 ? 

Mr. Swaab. I don’t remember. 

The Chairman. You were half owner of this business ? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes. 

The Chairman. You don’t remember such simple questions as 
these ; is that right ? 

(There was a conference between Mr. Onrich and Mr. Swaab.) 
The Chairman. Is that right, that you do not remember such simple 
questions as these? 

Mr. Swaab. It was closer to 2 than 200. 

Mr. Simon. Two or twenty ? 

Mr. Swaab. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know a young lady named Doris Haydon or 
Doris PTelies? Do you loio-w her ? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever have any business dealings with her? 

Mr. Swaab. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. None whatever? 

(There was a conference between Mr. Onrich and Mr. Swaab.) 
Mr. Simon. Don’t you know whether you had any business dealings 
with her without consulting with your lawyers? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You never had any business dealings with her? 

Mr. Swaab. No, sir. \ 

(There was a conference between Mr. Onrich and Mr. Swaab.) 
Mr. Simon. In what way did you know her? Where did you meet 
her? 

Mr. Swaab. From calling deals into the bank. 

The Chairman. Calling deals into the banks ? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Simon. Wouldn’t you call that business dealings? 

What dealings did you have with her ? 

Mr. Swaab. None other than calling deals into the bank. 

Mr. Simon. What do you mean by calling deals into the bank? 
Mr. Swaab. Call the credit applications into the bank. 

Mr. Simon. For title I loans? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Simon. Wouldn’t you call that a business dealing? 

Mr. SwAAB. With the bank ; yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever have any business dealings with the In- 
dustrial Bank that she handled? 

(There was a conference bet\veen Mr. Swaab and Counsel Onrich.) 
Mr. Simon. Do you know that without consulting lawyers ? 

Mr. SwABB. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. You did. How many times did you have business deal- 
ings with her ? 

Mr. Swaab. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Simon. Two or two hundred? 

Mr. Swaab. I don’t remember. 

Ml’. Simon. lYliat was the nature of the business dealings you had 
with her? 

Ml’. Swaab. Just calling in credit applications. 

Mr. Simon. You just called in. AVhat do you say when you call in? 
The Chairman. Calling on the telephone? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Si:mon. What do you say when you call on the telephone? 

Mr. Swaab. Just give the name of the company and call on the 
telephone. 

The Chairman. The name to whom the sale had been made? 

Mr. Swaab. No, to the company, our company. 

Mr. Simon. You gave your company’s najne? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Is that right? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You gave the name of the homeowner? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you say anything else ? 

Mr. Swaab. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Not another word? 

Mr. Swaab. Except the rest of the credit application. 

Mr. Simon. What is the rest of the application ? 

Mr. Swaab. All the credit information. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat w’as that? 

Mr. Swaab. References, etc. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever send in a written credit application to the 
bank ? 

Mr. Swaab. When the job was completed. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat was the purpose of your telephone call ? 

Mr. Swaab. Pardon? 

Mr. Simon. What was the purpose of your telephone call ? 

Mr. Swaab. Every deal was called into the bank. 

Mr. Simon. What w^as the purpose of it? 

]^Ii’. Swaab. To get an approval on the loans. 

Mr. Simon. You did that over the telephone? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did you pay any money for that? 

Mr. Swaab. No, sir. 

Ml’. Simon. Did you ever give any gifts or gratuities to Mrs. 
Helies ? 

Mr. Swaab. No, sir. 
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Mr. Simon. You are absolutely certain of that? W 

Mr. SwAAB. Yes, sir. II 

(There was a conference between Mr. Swaab and Counsel OnridLjM 
Mr. Simon. Do you know that without consulting your lawyer oi« 
do you need your lawyer s help on that ? ■ 

Mr. SwAAB. Pardon? I 

Mr. Simon. My question was, do you know that without consulting B 
.with your lawyer ? ■ 

Mr. SwAAB. I need no lawyer. I 

The Chairman. You are under oath, now, and vou are certain touB 
did not? I 

Mr. Swaab. Yes, sir. I 

(There was a conference between Mr. Swaab and Counsel Onricli.) I 
Mr. Simon. No gifts or gratuities of any kind? ■ 

Mr. Swaab. No, sir. I 

The Chairjman. Didn’t you pay her a settlement on each sale? I 
Mr. Swaab. No, sir. I 

Mr. Simon. Did you pay anybody else for her approval of these I 
notes ? I 

Mr. Swaab. No, sir. I 

Mr. Simon. Did you have any dealings with Wallace Helies? I 
Mr. Swaab. No, sir. I 

Mr. Simon. You never had any business dealings with him at all! I 
Mr. Swaab. No, sir. ^ I 

Mr. Simon. You never ‘paid him any money? I 

Mr. Swaab. No, sir. I 

Mr. Simon. Did anybody else in your organization pay any money | 
to either Mr. or Mrs. Helies as a gift? 

Mr. Swaab. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. As a gift, gratuity, or loan ? 

Mr. Swaab. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You are absolutely certain of that? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Where are the books of Cozy Homes or Cozy Home 
Improvement? 

Mr. Swaab. Our accountant, I imagine, has them. 

Mr. Simon. Who is your accountant ? 

Mr. Swaab. Sidney 'Warnick. 

The Chairman. What is his address? 

Mr. Swaab. I don’t know. 

The Chairman. Is it in Detroit ? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. On what street? 

Mr. Swaab. I am not sure. I think it might be Kentucky. 

Mr. Simon. Do those books reflect all of the income of Cozy Home? 
Mr. Swaab. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do they reflect. all of the money you paid to anybody? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes, sir. * , . ^ 

Mr. Simon. What happened to Cozy Home ? Did you sell it out 

or go bankrupt? . 

(There was a conference between Mr. Swaab and Counsel Onncn.) 

Mr. Swaab. Just went out of business. 

Mr. Simon. Go bankrupt ? 

Mr. Swaab. No, sir. 
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]y[r. Simon. Just went out of business? 
lilr. SwAAB. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Why did it go out of business ? 

Mr. SwAAB. J ust closed up and went out of business. 

Mr. Simon. Why? Did you get into difficulties? 

Mr. SwAAB. No. 

Mr. Simon. Were there too many complaints against the company? 
Mr. SwAAB. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Why did it go out of business? 

Mr. SwAAB. I just decided to close up. 

Mr. Simon. You went to work for Firestone Construction? 

Mr. SwAAB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Who owns that? 

Mr. SwAAB. Allen Markowitz. 

Mr. Simon. Anybody else? 

Mr. SwAAB. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What did you do there? 

Mr. SwAAB. Sold. 

Mr. Simon. You were a salesman? 

Mr. SwAAB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever use the model home pitch ? 

Mr. SwAAB. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You are absolutely certain of that? 

Mr. SwAAB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you sell on a par deal? Did you get all above a 
certain amount to the salesmen ? 

(There was a conference between Mr. Swaab and Counsel Onrich.) 
Mr. Onrich. I wonder if you could clarify the questions. 

Mr. Simon. Did they tell you what the price was, and you got every- 
thing above that price ? 

Let me ask you this : On what basis did you get paid ? 

(There was a conference between Mr. SwaA and Counsel Onrich.) 
Mr. Simon. Mr. Swaab, don’t you know how they paid vou^ 

Mr. Swaab. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. How did they pay you? What was the basis of your 
getting paid ? 

Mr. SwiVAB. Some of the deals were different than others. As a rule, 
we paid the same as we were receiving at Cozy. 

Mr. Simon. You mean by that that you got whatever you could get 

over a certain amount, whatever you could get from the homeowner 
was yours. 

(Th^e was a conference between Mr. Swaab and Counsel Onrich.) 

Don’t you know how they paid you, Mr. Swaab* 

(there was a conference between Mr. Swaab and Counsel Onrich.) 
Mr. Onrich. I would like to have a conference with him because 
tnat 18 something that I didn’t know much about. I— — 

The Chairman. He ought to be able to know. 

Mr. Swaab, how did they pay you ? Did they pay you a salary * Did 
wiey pay you a commission, or did they pay you everything that you 
revived over a certain amount that you sold the product for ? 

Mr. kSwaab. a commission basis. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat was the commission? 

15 much was the commission? 3 percent, 5, 10, 
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Mr. SwAAB. It varied. 

The Chairman. It varied from what? 5 to 100 percent? 

Mr. SwAAB. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Just what was the basis? Was it a different commis. 
si on for different types of work? 

Mr. SwAAB. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What commission was it for what type of work? 

(There was a conference between Mr. Swaab and Counsel Onrich.) 
Mr. Simon. Mr. Swaab, don’t you know how they paid you ? 

(There was a conference between Mr. Swaab and Counsel Onrich.) 
Mr. Swaab. It is the same as we had at Cozy. He took 10 off the 
price of the deal. 

Mr. Simon. Did you know that 20 minutes ago, or did you have to 
find that out from your lawyers ? 

Mr. Swaab. I knew it. 

Mr. Simon. You knew it all the time ? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. He took 10 percent off and you got the rest ; is that 
right? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What sales arguments did you make to these home- 
owners ? 

Mr. Swaab. I don’t understand what you mean. 

Mr. Simon. What sales talk did you give the homeowner? 

(There was a conference between Mr. Swaab and Counsel Onrich.) 
Mr. Simon. Your lawyer can’t tell you that. 

Mr. Swaab. As far as model pitch, I didn’t use it. 

Mr. Simon. I asked you what sales talk you gave the homeowner! 
Mr. Swaab. Depending on what I was selling. 

Mr. Simon. When you were selling siding, what did you say ? 

Mr. Swaab. I sold very few siding jobs. As far as what I said to 
them, I showed them the material, measured the house, told them how 
much the job was going to cost them, what kind of molding or corners 
or whatever it was that went on the job, how much the monthly pay- 
ment was. 

Mr. Simon. Is that all you ever said ? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Never even told them it would be a good job? 

Mr. Swaab. I told them it would be a good job. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever tell them their home would be a model? 
Mr. Swaab. No, sir. ‘ 

Mr. Simon. Advertising home? 

Mr. Swaab. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You are absolutely certain of that? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You are certain we cannot find one witness who will say 
you used a model home sales atgument? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes, sir. ^ 

The Chairman. You said a moment ago you didn’t know why Cozy 
Homes went out of business. Didn’t you know that the Michigan 
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Corporation and Securities Commission canceled your license in July 
1962'^ 

Mr. SwAAB. That is what I was asking my attorney, sir. 

The Chairman. Didn’t you know that yourself as half owner of 
that business? 

Mr. SwA^vB. It was taken away, and at one time given back after 
we asked for it back. 

The Chairman. You testified a moment ago that you never did any 
selling for Oak Park Building & Supply Co.; is that correet? 

Mr. SwAAB. No, sir ; I didn’t say that. 

The Chairman. You did sell for them? 

Mr. SwAAB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. '\^^io owns Oak Park Building & Supply? 

Mr. SwAAB. Jack Fargo. 

Mr. Simon. Jack Fargo? 

Mr. SwAAB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Is he the sole owner ? 

Mr. SwAAB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did 3^011 work for him in 1952 ? 

Mr. SwAAB. I can’t remember. 

The Chairman. IVliat is that? 

Mr. SwAAB. I don’t remember. 

The Chairman. Did you work for him in 1953 ? 

Mr. SwAAB. Not in 1953. I believe it was 1952. 

The Chairman, You did work for him? 

Mr. SwAAB. Yes. 

The Chairman. I show you a sales contract that you made on April 
13, 1953, and ask you if that is your signature as a salesman? 

Is that your signature? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. You did work for him in 1953 ; is that right? 

Mr. Swaab. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Thank you. 

Let us have it back. 

Where did you say ('Jozy Home’s books were? 

Mr. Swaab. With the accountant. 

Tlie Chairman. What was the address of it? 

Mr. Swaab. I don’t know the address. 

Tlie Chairman. You notify your accountant we are subpenaing 
books of Cozy Home, and tell him not to move any of them or take 
any papers out. We will serve a subpena on vou this afternoon to pro- 
duce for this committee all the books of Cozy Home. 

Mr. Swaab. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. We will dismiss you for the moment, because we 
want you to remain around. 

Our next witness will be Mr. Gerald Kepes, 23820 Morton, Oak 
Park, Mich. 

Will you come forward, Mr. Kepes? 

Will you be sworn? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 
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TESTIMONY OP IRWIN GERALD KEPES, COZY HOME IMPROVEMEHJ 
CO., DETROIT, MICH., ACCOMPANIED BY HENRY P. ONRICH, 
COUNSEL 

Mr. Ejepes. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Please be seated and give your full name and ad« 
dress to tlie reporter for the record, pleiise. 

Mr. Kepes. Irwin Gerald Kepes. 

The Chairman. You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Simon. What is your address, Mr. Kepes ? 

Mr. Kepes. 23820 Morton. 

Mr. Onrich. What city is that? 

Mr. Kepes. Oak Park, Mich. 

Mr. Simon. What is your business ? 

Mr. Kepes. I work for Arrow Heating Co. 

Mr. Simon. Arrow Heating Co. ? 

Mr. Kepes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. How long have you worked there ? 

Mr. Kepes. Approximately since March 1952. 

Mr. Simon. What did you do before that ? 

Mr. Kepes. I was with the Cozy Home Improvement Co. 

Mr. Simon. For how long? 

Mr. Kepes. About 15 months. 

Mr. Simon. What did you do before that? 

The Chairman. Were you a partner, half-owner of Cozy Homes! 
Mr. Kepes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What did you do before that ? 

Mr. Kepes. I was with the Arrow Heating Co. 

Mr. Simon. What is the business of Arrow Heating Co. ? 

Mr. Kepes. Heating and air-conditioning contractors. 

Mr. Simon. Do they sell on title I home hnancing ? 

The Chairman. FHA financing? 

Mr. Kjepes. They do but very little of it. 

The Chairman. Are you a salesman for them ? 

Mr. Kepes. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What do you do? ^ 

Mr. Kepes. I am their superintendent. 

Mr. Simon. What did you do when you worked for Cozy Home 
Or when you were a partner in Cozy Home? 

Besides take half of the profit, what else did you do ? . 

The Chairman. How many emploj^ees did Cozy Home have ? 
(There was a conference between Mr. Kepes and Counsel Onrich.) 
Mr. Simon. Mr. Kepes, do you know how many employees they 
had? 

The Chairman. Were you a half-owner in Cozy Home? 

Mr. Kepes. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. How many employees did you have? Did you 
si^ the checks? 

Mr. Kepes. Yes. 

The Chairman. How many employees did you have? 

Mr. Kepes. One. 

The Chairman. One employee, and who was that ? 

Mr. Kepes. The office help. 
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The Chairman. You just had you and the witness we had here, Mr. 
Swaab. You and Mr. Swaab owned it. You had one office employee; 
is that right ? 

Mr. Kepes. (Shakes head in affirmative.) 

The Chairman. How many salesmen did you have ? 

(There was a conference between Mr. Kepes and Counsel Alter and 
Onrich.) 

Mr. Simon. Do you know, Mr. Kepes ? Do you know ? 

The Chairman. Do you know how many salesmen you had ? 

Mr. Kepes. Actually we never employed the salesmen. 

The Chairman. How many people did you have out selling for you 
that turned the contracts or orders in to you? Approximately how 
many? Was it 5, 10, 15? I know it possibly varied, but did it vary 
from 1 to 100 or what ? 

You don’t remember ? 

Mr. Kepes. That I don’t remember. 

The Chairman. What banlc did you sell your contracts to that was 
guaranteed by the FHA ? 

Mr. Kepes. Well, we dealt with the National Bank. 

The Chairman. What is the name of the bank ? 

Mr. Kepes. National Bank. 

The Chairman. Industrial National Bank? 

Mr. Kepes. The National Bank, Industrial National Bank. - 

The Chairman. You sold your paper to them ? 

Mr. Kepes. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Just you and Mr. Swaah and one girl, and you don’t 
know how many salesmen you had, and yet you took FHA contracts 
and papers and the Industrial National Bank and other baiilvs 
discounted it? 

Mr. Kepes. That is right. 

The Chairman. Did you give them a credit report or statement on 
voiir concern? What was the net worth of this company, this Cozy 
Home? How much money did you have? What was your net worth ? 

Mr. Kepes. That I don’t remember. 

The Chairman. Are you certain, now, that you did finance with 
Industrial National Bank? Is that what Mr. Swaab testified to ? 

Mr. Kepes. ( Shakes head in affirmative. ) 

The Chairman. I want to subpena, if necessary, the records of the 
Industrial National Bank. I want all the files from that bank that 
have to do with Cozy Home. I want them here this afternoon. Our 
staff will ask them to deliver them this afternoon — all the files on 
Cozy Home, showing the credit reports and all the transactions that 
this bank had with tms concern. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Kepes, how much business did Cozy Home do in 
the L5 months it was in business ? 

(There was a conference between Mr. Kepes and Counsel Onrich.) 

Mr. Kepes. That I don’t remember. 

Mr. Simon. Did you do a million dollars’ worth of business ? 

Mr. Kepes. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t remember whether it was a million dollars 
worth of business, Mr. Kepes ? 

Mr. Kepes. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Was it $2 million worth of business? 

(No response.) 
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Mr. Simon. Mr. Kepes, I didn’t hear you. 

The Chairman. Why is it you can’t remember or don’t want to re- 
member, Mr. Kepes? What is there about this whole business that is 
so secret ? 

Mr. Onrich. We will have our books 

The Chairman. Was there something wrong, or what is it? 

Mr. Kepes. It was quite a while ago. Most of the stuff I really don’t 
remember. 

Mr. Simon. Do you remember how much you took out of the 
business ? 

The Chairman. WTiat was your salary during that period when 
you owned half interest in this company ? 

(There was a conference between Mr. Kepes and Counsel Onrich.) 

The Chairman. Maybe the files of the bank will throw some light 
upon this company. 

Mr. Onrich. Also the books and records which Your Honor has 
subpenaed will reflect that. 

The Chairman. The books and records will shed some light on this, 

Mr. Simon. Do you know how much money you took out of Cozy 
Home in the 15 months you were there? 

Mr. Kepes. No, sir ; I don’t. 

Mr. Simon. Was it $100,000? 

The Chairman. Was it $1,000? 

Mr. Kepes. I don’t remember that, either. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t remember that? 

Mr. Kepes. (Shakes head in negative.) 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever file income-tax returns ? 

Mr. Ejepes. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did you record all the income you had from Cozy Home 
in your tax returns ? 

Mr. Kepes. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. How much did you say in your tax returns you received 
from Cozy? 

Mr. Kepes. That, sir, I don’t remember, either. 

The Chairman. Could you deliver the books of the company by 
2 o’clock this afternoon, and have your accountant bring the books up 
here to this room ? 

Mr. Onrich. Can you have the books and records of your company 
here? 

Mr. Kepes. Yes. 

The Chairman. Will you bring them up at 2 o’clock? 

Mr. Kepes. Yes. 

(There was a conference between Mr. Kepes and Counsel Onrich.) 

Mr. Onrk’h. Didn’t you tell me someone from the Government has 
these books? 

The Chairman. Wliat department of the Government has these 
books? 

Mr. Kepes. This was 2 nionths ago they were checking the books 
and records'. 

The Chairman. Who was checking the books and records? 

Mr. Kepes. Internal Revenue. 

The Chairman. Your certified public accountant does have them 
now? 

Mr. Kepes. Yes, sir. 
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The CiiAiRMAx. You bring them in here this afternoon, if you 
please. 

We will excuse you now just temporarily. You are under subpena, 
and we will just extend the subpena to the balance of the day and to- 
morrow and maybe later. 

Is Miss Helen Parker Bennett here ^ 

(No response.) 

The Chaikmax. I find that part of the names, witnesses whose names 
I called this moi ning, were subpenaed for 2 o'clock today rather than 
10 o'clock. I Avant the record to show that. 1 don’t want the record 
to indicate that they Avere absent Avhen the supenas I iioav understand 
called for 2 o'clock. 

Doris Helies, please. 

Are you present ? 

Mrs. Dons Helies, aauII you come forward, please. 

Will you be sAvorn ^ 

Mrs. Helies. No jiictures, please. 

The Chaikmax. No pictures. We aauII observe the Avishes of the 
witness in that respect. 

Do you solemnly sAvear the testimony you are about to give Avill be 
the truth, the Avhole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 


TESTIMONY OF MRS. DORIS MAME HELIES, COZY HOME 
IMPROVEMENT CO., DETROIT, MICH 

Mrs. Helies. I do. 

Ihe Chairman. Please be seated and giA’^e the reporter your full 
name and address for the record. 

Mrs. Helies. Doris Maine Helies. 

The CiiAiKMAN. Your address is 1980 West Grand Boulevard. De- 
troit, Mich. ? ’ 

Mrs. PIelies. That is right. 

The Chairman. You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. .Simon. Were you employed by the Industrial National Bank« 
Mrs. Helies. I was, sir, 

Mr. Simon. 'Wlien? 

Mrs. Helies. I believe from 1949 untilT953, July of 1953. 

Mr. Simon. AVliat Avere your duties at the bank? 

Mrs. IIelies. I was hired as a credit investigator. 

Mr. Simon. I can’t hear you. 

Mrs. Helies. I Avas' hired in as a credit investigator. 

Mr. SmoN. In the title I loans? 

Mrs. Helies. No, in everything. 

The (hiAiRAiAx. Everything, you say? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes, automobile loans. 

loans^ your work include credit investigating for title I 

Mrs. Heiaes. Yes. 

borrower^^^^ ^ loJius did you pass on the credit of the 

^ believe it was, the latter part of 1952: I 
aon r remember the dates. ’ 

ofSe toJroweJ?® 
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Mrs. Hemes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Who were the dealers whose credit you passed on? 

Mrs. Hemes. J ust about every dealer that we had in the bank. 

Mr. Simon. Did you handle any of the paper for Irving Swaab? i 
Mrs. Helies. I don’t believe we had him as a dealer, sir. j 

The Chairman. Cozy Home? ■ 

Mrs. Helies. I don’t think so. 

Mr. Simon. Did you handle any of the paper for the Hell-Bend CoJ 
Mrs. Helies. No. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever hear of the Hell-Bend Co. ? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. Simon. You never handled any paper for them ? 

Mrs. Hemes. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Were you present at the bank when a Mrs. Helen Parker i 
Bennett received a loan ? 1 

Mrs. Helies. Yes, I was. 

Mr. Simon. Did you pass on her credit? 

Mrs. Hemes. I did. 

Mr. Simon. Who brought her in to the bank? 

Mrs. Hemes. I believe she came in of her own volition, 

Mr. Simon. Are you sure she didn’t come in with J ack Chisik ? 

Mrs. Helies. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know J ack Chisik ? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Simon. , Do you recall the time she came into the bank ? 

Mrs. Hemes. I don’t remember the exact date. 

Mr. Simon. Do you recall the instance of her coming into the bank! 
Mrs. Helies. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Simon. Have you ever seen the woman ? 

. Mrs. Helies. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Simon. Where? 

Mrs. Helies. Well, she was an architect for our company, for my 
husband, for quite some time. 

The Chairman. She was a what? 

Mrs. Hemes. An architect. 

The Chairman. She was an arcliitect for whom? 

Mrs. Helies, For my husband. 

The Chairman. She was an architect for your husband ? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. When did you marry Mr. Helies? 

Mrs. Hemes. In March of 1953. 

Mr. Stmon. When did she work for him ? 

Mr. Helies. Prior to that. 

Mr. Simon. Before that ? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes; for Donnegan Modernization Co. 

' Mr. Simon. Do you recall Mrs. Bennett coming into your bank for 
a loan? 

Mrs. Helies. I believe she did. I believe she applied on the second 
floor. 

Mr. Simon. Did she talk to you when she came in for that loan ? 
Mrs. Helies. No. 

Mr. Simon. Did you approve her credit? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes; I did. 




FHA INVESTIGATION 


2753 


Mr. Simon. Did you know that she was not going to use that money 
for a home improvement? 

Mrs. Helies. No; I did not. 

Mr. Simon. Did you know that a third of the loan was going to go 
to Chisik for a commission ? 

Mrs. Helies. No ; I did not, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did Chisik ever talk to you about that loan ? 

Mrs. Helies. He did not. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever pass on the credit of any loans for Morton 
Schuster ? 

Mrs. Helies. No; I have not. 

Mr. Simon. What is the business of your husband ? 

Ml’S. Helies. Building. 

Mr. Simon. What building? 

Ml’S. Helies. Building modernization. 

Mr. Simon. What is the name of his company ? 

, Mrs. Helies. Heydon. 

Mr. Simon. H-a-y 

Mrs. Helies. H-e-y-d-o-n. 

Mr. Simon. Heydon what? 

Mrs. Helies. Building & Supply Co. 

Mr. Simon. How long has he been in that business? 

Mrs. Helies. Since July or August of 1953. 

Mr. Simon. What did he do before that? 

Mrs. Helies. He was with Donnegan Modernization. 

Mr. Simon. How long was he there ? 

Ml’S. Helies. I don’t remember, sir. 

• Mr. Simon. Sorry? 

Mrs. Helies. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Simon. How long have you known him ? 

Mrs. Helies. Since November of 1952. 

Mr. Simon. Was he with Donnegan Modernization then? 

Mrs. Hio.ies. He was, 

Mr. Simon. Both these companies specialize in home repairs ? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Do they sell siding? 

Mrs. Helies. No. 

Mr. Simon. What do they sell? 

- 'Mrs. Helies. Additions and things like that, just general repairs. 
Mr. Simon. Do they finance their work under FHA? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes; they do. 

Mr. Simon. Have you passed on the credit at the bank for paper 
brought in by your husband? 

Mrs. Helies. I have not. 

Mr. Simon. You didn’t. 

Mrs. Helies. No ; he did not turn any in at the bank because I was 
working there. 

Mr. Simon. Did your bank handle his paper ? 

Mrs. Helies. They handled Donnegan Modernization Co. 

Mr. Simon. How about Heydon Building & Supply ? 

Mrs. Helies. No. 

Mr. Simon. The bank didn’t handle it? 

Mrs. Helies. No. 
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The Chairman. What bank did handle it ? 

Mrs. Helies. Bank of Commerce. 

The Chairman. The Bank of Commerce handled all the paper for 
the Heydon 

Mrs. Helies. Heydon Building & Supply. 

The Chairman. And the national bank that you worked for did 
not handle any of his paper? ! 

Mrs. Helies. No; he went into business after I left the bank. 

) The Chahiman. He went into business after you left the bank? 

Mrs. Helies. I believe so. 

The Chairman. The Bank of Commerce handled the business? 
Mrs. Helies. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know an Irving Swaab? 

Mrs. Helies. I did. 

Mr. Simon. Was he in the Pioneer Construction Co. ? 

Mrs. Helies. Not that I know of. 

Mr. Simon. Have you ever heard of the Pioneer Construction 
Co.? 

Mrs. Helies. I don’t know whether I have or not. It sounds 
familiar. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know the name of Irving Swaab’s company? 
Mrs. Helies. No ; I didn’t know that he was in business. 

Mr. Simon. You didn’t know he was in business ? 

Mrs. Helies. Not under any name. 

Mr. Simon. What did you think he did ? 

Mrs. Helies. I knew he was doing business with the Firestone Con- 
struction Co. or working there. 

Mr. Simon. That was a home modernization ? 

Mrs. PIelies. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did your banli handle any paper for them ? 

Mrs. Helies. For Firestone; yes. 

Mr. Simon. How about Pioneer ? 

Mrs. Hei^ies. I don’t know about them. 

Mr. Simon. Firestone is the company that Gerald Swaab worked 
for, too; didn’t he? 

Mrs. Helies. Firestone? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mrs. Helies. I couldn’t say whether Gerald worked there or not. 

Mr. Simon. What about Morton Schuster ? What business was he 
in? 

Mrs. Helies. I don’t know what business he was in unless he was 
in the construction business, siding. 

Mr. Simon. Was he in the home-modernization business, too ? 

Mrs. Helies. Not to my knowledge, he wasn’t. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know what business he is in ? 

’Mrs. Helies. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Simon. Weren’t Irving Swaab and Morton Schuster the people 
who stood up for you at your wedding ? 

Mrs. HeijIes. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Y ou don’t even know what business they are in ? 

Mrs. Helies. I can honestly say no. I thought Mr. Schuster was 
in the scrap metal business. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know whether either of them had a criminal 
record? 
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Mrs. Hblees. No; I don’t. 

Mr. Simon. Was there a fight in your house not long ago over some 
modernization problems? Did somebody get beat up in your 
house ? 

Mrs. Helies. Not to my knowledge, no. Someone came to speak 
to me about it, but there was no fight. 

The (hiAiRMAN. There was no fight? 

Mrs. Helies. There was no fight. 

The Chairman. What did happen? 

Mrs. Helies. Just conversation, that is all. 

The Chairman. What was the conversation about ? 

Mrs. Helies. The person who came into the house, this Mr. Don- 
iiegan, was telling me about my husband’s past, and so on and so 
forth, and he was very angry becau.se I would not approve 2 or 3 
deals at the bank for Donnegan. 

The Chairman. He was angry at you because you wouldn’t ap- 
prove 2 or 3 deals for him ? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes. Shortly after I left the bank my husband went 
into business for himself. I guess he didn’t like that. 

The Chairman. Was he beat up by somebody in your house ? 

Mrs. Helies. Not to my knowledge at all. There was no fight or 
anything else. 

The Chairman. Did you give the police department in Detroit a 
statement that somebody, or that he, left your house with a broken 
jaw and bleeding cuts? 

Mrs. Helies. I did not. 

The Chairman. You did not give such a statement to the police 
department ? 

Ml'S. Helies. No, sir. I signed no broken jaw or bleeding cuts. 

Mr. Simon. You did not give such a statement to the police depart- 
ment? 

Mrs. Helies. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Simon. Who was the other man there? 

Mrs, Helies. I don’t Icnow. 

Mr. Simon. Was there another man? 

Mrs. Helies. ^Vnother man came to see Mr. Donnegan. In fact,, 
he came in with him. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know who he was ? 

Mrs. Helies. No. 

Mr. Simon. Never saw him before? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes. 

Mr, Simon. You are absolutely certain they came in together? 
Mrs. Helies. Two or three minutes. 

Mr. Simon. That wouldn’t be together, would it? 

Ml’S. Helies. Just about. 

Mr. Simon. Did Donnegan loiow the second man? 

Mrs. Helies. Apparently so ; he called him by his first name. 

Mr. Simon. Did you know him ? 

Mrs. Helies. No. 

Mr. Simon. - Didn’t they have a fight there? 

Mrs Helies. Not to my knowledge. They had a few words, but 
0 light. 1 am sure if they had a fight someone else would have 
iiearti it. H e were living upstairs. 

Mr. Simon. You heard it, didn’t you? 

50090 — 54 — pt. 4 4 
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Mrs. Helies. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. You say unequivocally there was no tight? 

Mrs. Helies. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You say Donnegan knew the other man ? 

Mrs. Helies. He seemed to. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know who he was ? 

Mrs. Helies. No ; I don’t. 

Mr. Simon. After you were married, didn’t you move into the 
house or the apartment of Morton Schuster ? 

Mrs. Helies. We did. 

Mr. Simon. And you still don’t loiow what business he was in? 
Mrs. Helies. No. I told you I think he was in the scrap-iron busi- 
ness. We had been to his home 2 or 3 times before we even moved 
in there. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know Jack Chisik? 

Mrs. Helies. No ; I did not. 

Mr. Simon. Never met him? 

Mrs. Helies. I have never met the man. 

Mr. Simon. Don’t you know who he is ? 

Mrs. Helies. No. 

Mr. Simon. I may pronounce the name wrong, but it is spelled 
C-h-i-s-i-k. 

Mrs. Helies. Yes; I do. 

Mr. Simon. You know him? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes. 

Mr, Simon. What business is he in ? 

Mrs. Helies. As far as I know, home modernization. 

Mr. Simon. What is the name of his company ? 

Mrs. Helies. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. Did you take any paper from him when you were at the 
bank ? 

Mrs. Helies. Not to my knowledge, I did not. 

Mr. Simon. You had nothing to do with his business ? 

Mrs. Helies. No. 

Mr. Simon. You just Imew all these people but you didn’t do any 
business with them at the bank? 

Mrs. Helies. That is right. Not to my knowledge, I did not. 

Mr. Simon. You knew them socially? 

Mrs. Helies. Not socially, just through the bank, paper they had 
turned in, or come in to see about something. 

Mr. Simon. I thought you said a minute ago you didn’t take any 
paper at the bank? 

Mrs. Helies. I said as far as I know, we didn’t take any of their 
paper. 

Mr. Simon. If you didn’t know them socially, and didn’t do any 
business with them, how did you happen to know them? 

Mrs. Helies. We bought windows, this Morris Chisik was in the 
jalousie window business. We bought windows from the company. 
Mr. Simon. Who bought windows ? 

Mrs. Helies. My husband. 

Mr. Simon. For your house or his business? 

Mrs. Helies. His business, jalousie windows. 

Mr. Simon. When did you leave the employ of the bank? 

Mrs. Helies. July of 1953, 
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Hr. Simon. Why did you leave the employ of the bank ? 

Mrs. Hblies. I was pregnant. 

Mr. Simon. Is that the only reason ? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes. I wanted to go in business with my husband. 

Mr. Simon. That was the only reason ? 

Ml'S. Helies. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Is that right? 

Mrs. Helies. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. The bank didn’t indicate they wanted you to leave? 
Mrs. Helies. No ; not to my knowledge they didn’t. 

Mr, Simon. Were they unhappy when you left ? 

Mrs. Helies. I don’t believe so. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. You may remain under 
subpena. We may want you later, too, if you please. 

The Chairman. Our next witness will be Mr. Chester C. Murs- 
zewski. Is he present? 

Mr. Murszewski. Present. 

The Chairman. Will you come forward, please. Will you be 
sworn ? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

TESTIMOmr OF CHESTER C. MURSZEWSKI, BUFFALO, H. Y. 

Mr. Murszewski. I do, sir. 

The Chairman. Thank you, sir. 

Please be seated and give your full name and address. 

' Mr. Murszweski. My name is Chester C. Murszweski. Live at 
54 Rother Avenue, Buffalo, N. Y. 

The Chairman. You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Simon. Do you own your own home at that addrass? 

Mr. Murszewski. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SoiON. Did you have some people sell you a modernization job 
recently ? 

Mr. Murszewski. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. When was that? 

Mr. Murszewski. January 29, 1954. , 

Mr. Simon. Will you tell us what happened ? 

Mr. Murszewski. Well, I work at the American Brass Co., and 
as I came from work my wife called me up and told me that a sales- 
man will come from this company here and talk to me about putting 
a siding on my home. About 7 o’clock in the evening the gentleman 
did arrive and they told me that they would like my home to be a 
model home, have a model home. 

The Chairman. A show home ? 

Mr. Murszewski; Yes; with the siding. 

The Chairman. This was siding? 

Mr. Murszewski. Siding, sir. 

The Chairman. Wliat was the name of the siding? 

Mr. Murszewski. Asbestos siding. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know the name of the company ? 

Mr. Murszewski. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the name? 

Mr. Murszewski. Perma-Face Co. 
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Mr. Simon. Perma-Face Co.? 

Mr. Murszewski. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the name of the salesman ? 

Mr. Murszewski. Mr. Gusky. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know how to spell that? 

Mr. Murszweski. Yes, sir; I have it. G-ii-s-k-y. 

The Chairman. Is that a copy of the contract ? 

Mr. Murszewski. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. May we have it, please? 

Mr. SiiMON. What did he tell you when he came to see you ? 

Mr. Murszewski. He told me he was looking for a home around my 
neighborhood to put up this siding. Tliey were competing against 
Johns-Manville Cfo. and they wanted a home to be a model home for 
the product. Mr. Gusky told me — I had offers from someone else to 
put up siding for 5 years I owned that home, but I never put it up. 

Mr. Gusky sold me on the idea that I would be more than paid for 
by taking that, you know, putting up the siding. 

Mr. Simon. You would be more than paid for by the commissions 
you would get on the sales of other homes ? 

Mr. Murszewski. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. How were you going to get paid ? 

Mr. Murszewski. Well, for every time the product was supposed to 
be shown, Mr. — well, the company was supposed to drop a piece of 
paper in my mail box, to show that someone did arrive. By that I 
was supposed to be paid $12.50, to show 

Mr. Simon. $12.50 for everybody they showed your house to? 

Mr. Murszewski. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Even if they didn’t buy anything? 

Mr. Murszewski. That is right. 1 was supposed to receive a 5-per- 
cent commission if I brought someone, and looked at that building, and 
they took that place and recommended me to one of the other com- 
panies, salesmen, etc., I ’would receive 5 percent and I also have that 
copy here. 

Mr. Simon. Did they give you that in writing? 

Mr. Murszewski. There are some words in writing here. 

The Chairman. May we see it, please ? 

Mr. Simon. They put the siding on your house? 

Mr. Murszewski. Yes, sir ; here is the home where the siding was 
put on. I am trying to sell it now because it is a mess of a job. 

The Chairman. A mess of a job? 

Mr. Murszewski. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What is the matter Avith it ? 

Mr. Murszewski. The nails are coming out, the siding is cracked, 
and my paper ran an article in the paper that homeowners are being 
swindlecl through, or by putting up siding, salesmen coming around 
with the idea of a model home. I appealed to my better business 
bureau at home. They talked to Mr. Warring, who is the president of 
the company in Buffalo, and I 'don’t know the statement, but the better 
business bureau did call me up one day and told me that they can’t do 
too much because I signed a completion certificate. 

Mr. Simon. When did you sign the completion slip? 

Mr. Murszewski. The job wasn’t finished at that time. Mr. Hig- 
gins, who was general manager there, told me and assured me the job 
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would be finished. He complained and Mr. Warring complained that 
I always put my nose into how the siding should have been put on, and 
as you read that contract, that contract was never lived up to, the way 
they w(‘re supposed to applicate that thing. 

The Chairman. What did you pay for this job? What was the 
contract price ? 

Mr. Mukszewski. Well, the contract price on the siding alone was 
$1 285. 

The Chairman. $1,285 ? 

Mr. Mukszewski. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. It doesn’t show in the contract. 

Mr. Mukszewski. Yes, sir. It shows. With the roof, it is $1,585. 
They put on a roof addition on there. 

The Chairman. The total then was $1,585 ? 

Mr. Mukszewski. That is right. That was $800 for the roof. 

The Chairman. Did they put on the roof ? 

Mr. Murszew^ski. Yes; because the house needed a roofing job and 
I told them, “If you are going to have this as a model home, you 
might as well put the roofing on.” We agreed to that. 

The Chairman. Would you have purchased this job if they had 
not promised you $12.50 on each person to whom they sold a house? 

Mr. Mukszewski. That is right. 

The Chairman. Have they paid you any $12.50? 

Mr. Mukszewski. No, sir. My brother-in-law had siding put on 
his home by the same company and I never received a 5-percent com- 
mission as yet. 

. Mr. Gusky came one Sunday morning, just before I went to church, 
and he says, “I want that bottom piece, that white paper I gave you 
on the contract, the profit-sharing agreement.” 

Mr. Simon. That is where he wrote in “We agree to pay $12.50 for,” 
is that involving 

Mr. Mukszewski. Individual showing. 

Mr. Simon (reading) : 

Individual use of Mr. and Mrs. Munszewski’s exterior of these buildings, the 
jear 19.i4, to use when working this section of Buffalo. 

Mr. Murszewski. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. He said he wanted that back ? 

Mr. Murszewski. Yes, sir. He wanted that back. He promised 
me if I gave him that piece of paper, he would take the $300 off, 
because I made an agreement like that. If I paid cash $800, my 
payments monthly would be lower through FHA loan and I didn’t 
’w^ant that roof to be put on until July. They put it on in February. 

Well, Mr. Waring called me up one time and threatened me, and 
he says 

Mr. Simon. Threatened you ? 

Mr. Murszewski. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What did he say to you ? 

Mr. Murszewski. He says, “If you take me into court, I will re- 
member what you signed on the yellow sheet, that you are fined for 
$5,000, and imprisonment.” 

Mr. Simon. What did you sign on the yellow sheet? 

Mr. Murszewski. That is written on the bottom. I didn’t see that 
until I read that contract way dowm. 
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The Chairman. What bank handled the paper ? ! 

Mr. Murszewski. Manufacturers Traders Trust Co. 

The Chairman. Manufacturers and Traders Trust Co. in Buffalo? 

Mr. Murszewski. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Are you paying them regularly? 

Mr. Murszewski. Yes, sir; monthly installments. 

The Chairman. You are making the payments? 

Mr. Murszewski. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Is Avhat you are saying he told you it was illegal for you 
to agree to get these commissions? 

Mr. Murszewski. No, sir. He told me that if I ever pulled him 
into court that he will always threaten me with that imprisonment on 
that yellow sheet. 

Mr. Simon. Why could he do that? 

Mr. Murszewski. I don’t know. I don’t know, sir. I never told 
him I would take him into court. I never did tell him that. I did see 
a lawyer but he promised me that I couldn’t do anything with that; 
if the company wants to give me a commission on that model home 
they can do so. If not, they didn’t have to. That is what he told me. 
They never did. I appealed to my better business bureau after that, 
and that was all. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you very much. 

The Chairman. Thank you. We will excuse you. 

Mr. Murszewski. Is that all, sir? 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Our next witness will be Mr. Leonard Pichan. Will you be sworn, 
please? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the w^hole truth and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? 

TESTIMOIIY OF LEONARD L. PICHAN, NEW BOSTON, MICH. 

Mr. Pichan. I do. 

The Chairman. Give your full name and address to the reporter, 
please. 

Mr. Pichan. Leonard Louis Pichan, 26966 Ellis Street, New Boston, 
Mich. 

The Chairman. Boston, Mich.? 

Mr. Pichan. New Boston, Mich. 

The Chairman. You may proceed, Mr. Simon. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Pichan, do you own your own home at that address? 

Mr. Pichan. Yes ; I do. 

Mr. Simon. Did you have a home modernization job sold you 
recently ? 

Mr. Pichan. About years ago, I believe it was. 

Mr. Simon. That would be 1952? 

Mr. Pichan. I believe it is about that. 

Mr. Simon. Do you recall the date ? 

Mr. Pichan. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Simon. Do you recall what time of the year it was ? 

Mr. Pichan. It was — it must have been summertime. It was warm 
at the time. 
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[ Mr. Simon. Wliat was the name of the company that sold it to you ? 

Mr. PiCHAN. Prime Construction Co. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat work were they to do for you ? 

Mr. PiCHAN. Side my house. 

Mr. Simon. IVliat kind of siding? 

Mr. PiciiAN. An imitation brick siding. 

Mr. Simon. Will you tell us what the salesman told you when he 
came out to sell the job ? 

Mr. PiciiAN. Well, he used this model-home pitch you have been 
talking about here. They would like a home in our area there to put 
this siding on and then they would use it for model home to sell to 
other people. For every home that was sold off of ours, we were to 
receive $50. 

Mr. SiMOx. You were going to get $50 for every model home he sold 
using yours as a model ^ 

Mr. PiGHAN. Yes. 


Mr. Simon. Did he tell you whether that would pay for the job? 
Mr. PiCHAN Yes. He said eventually the job would pay for itself. 
Mr. Simon. Wouldn’t cost you anything? 

Mr. PiCHAN. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Any other conversation? 

Mr. I icHAN. Along with that inv wife was supposed to get cooking 
ware, my kids dolls, and that kind of line. 

The (hiAiUMAN. Where was this company located? 

Mr. PiCHAN. Somewhere here in Detroit. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have a copy of your contract ? 

•Mr. PiCHAN. No. 


Mr. Simon. Did they finally do the work? 

Mr. PiCHAN. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did you get any of the commissions? 

Mr. PiCHAN. No. In the meantime before the job was completed^ 
1 went to the Better Business Bureau and talked to Mr. Carrico and 
he called in Mr. Kosenbaum, the owner of the company, and the two 
salesmen tliat came out. 

The (hrAiRMAN The owner of the company was Mr. Kosenbaum ? 
Mr. PiCHAN. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. was the name of the company ? 

Mr. PiCHAN. Prime Construction. 

Rosenbaum coming in later. What 

Mr. PiCHAN. Allied Building Credits. 

rile Chairman. Do they have an office in Detroit? 

Mr. PiCHAN. Yes. 

Bureau1™°^' happen to go to tlie Better Business 


I thought it over after we signed the contract 
and every thing it didn’t sound right to me. The next day the subcon- 
wactors came out. 

Mr. Simon. The very next day ? 

}mm!’ square of siding. I came 
nr« W and it wasn’t the sidW 

presented to me. It was an altogether ditoent siding. In fact, the 
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names — it was on the contract and what was on the box by my housp 1 
the siding box, was two diiferent names altogether. I got a little 
curious about it, so I started checking around different’ building com. 
panies to see just what this siding was worth. I found out it wasn’t 
worth near what we were supposed to pay. 

Mr. Simon. What were you supposed to pay ? 

Mr. PiCHAN. Well, actually it was $890, but then there was another 
$300 personal loan involved there. 

Mr. Simon. You mean he was going to give you $300 and increase 
the price by that amount? 

Mr. PicHAN. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. So it made the contract for $1,100 and gave you $300 
in cash, is that right? 

Mr. PiCHAN. He was supposed to. I never received it. 

Mr. Simon. You never received the $300? 

The Chairman. Did you sign a contract for one thousand one him- 
<ired-and-some dollai-s? 

Mr. PicHAN. $1,190. 

The Chairman. The $300 was not to be for home repairs at all, but 
supposed to go to you ? 

Mr. PiCHAN. It was supposed to go to me. In order to get me to 
sign this contract I told him I had other obligations and couldn't han- 
dle this amount. The salesman got talking around and said I could 
meet the obligations. I told him $300. 

The Chairman. I will say for the record we have found all through 
the country this sort of pattern, where they have raised the amount 
and then pay or offer to pay, and in some instances they have paid, 
but in most instances they have not. 

Mr. Pick AN. This Mr, Berg, I guess is his name, Nate Berg, I found 
out his right name was, gave me a signed slip to that effect, that be 
was to receive $300 cash. 

The Chairman. But the amount of the loan was to be increased by 
$300? 

Mr. PiCHAN. That is right. 

The Chairman. The $300 was not to be used for home repair? 

Mr. Pichan. That is right. 

The Chairman. Did you know if you had taken it, it would have 
been a violation of the law, and you would have been subject to 
prosecution ? 

Mr. Pichan. No, sir; I didn’t. 

Mr. Simon. You never got th^, $300? 

Mr. Pichan. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. No part of it? 

Mr. Pichan. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You are now paying on $1,100? 

Mr. Pichan. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You stopped paying? 

Mr. Pichan. No. In the meantime we went to the better business 
bureau, and Mr. Rosenbaum and Mr. Greenberg, the salesman, and 
Mr. Berg, were brought in, and I made a settlement with them there. 

Mr. Simon. What was the settlement? 

Mr. Pichan. $270. 

Mr. Simon. For the whole job? 

Mr. Pichan. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Simon. You checked around with other contractors. What did 
you Hnd that a legitimate contractor would have charged you? 

^ Mr. PiciiAN. About $400. 

The Chairman. They charged you $1,190 for it? 

Mr. PicHAN. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. $890 was the original price? 

Mr. PicHAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the quality of the work they did ? 

Mr. PicHAN. I was satisfied with the work. 

Mr. Simon. The work was all right? 

Mr. PicHAN. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. They were going to charge you $890 for a $400 job? 

Mr. PiCHAN. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. When you went to the better business bureau they set- 
tled for $270? 

Mr. PicHAN. That is right ; $270. 

Mr. Simon. In other words, they said th^ir cost was $270 but they 
were going to charge you $890 before you went to the better business 
bureau ? 

Mr. PicHAN. Before we went to the bureau, $890 was the cost. 

Mr. Simon. Because this was a model cost they were going to do 
it at cost ? 

Mr. PicHAN. Yes. He told me it would cost twelve or thirteen 
hundred dollars, or, if they were to make a profit on it, that "would 
be the price. 

Mr. Simon. They were going to give you this cost because it was 
a model home ? 

Mr. PicHAN. That is right.- 

Mr. Simon. In addition they would pay you $50 for every job they 
got through your home ? 

Mr. PicHAN. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you, sir. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. 

Our next witness will be Mrs. Mays. Will you come forward,^ 
please ? Mrs. Mays, will you be sworn ? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will 
be the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? 

Mrs. Mays. I do. 

TESTIMONY OP MRS. MARTHA MAYS, DETROIT, MICH., ACCOM- 
PANIED BY LOUELLA E. PUETT, COUNSEL 

The Chairman. Please be seated. Will you give your name for 
the record ? 

Mrs. PuETT. My last name is Puett. 

The Chairman. You are an attorney for this lady ? 

Mrs. Puett. Yes. I was the attorney in this case. 

The Chairman. You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Simon. Mrs. Mays, will you give the reporter your address? 

Mrs. Mays. My name is Martha Mays, 4251 Williams Street, Detroit^ 

Mr. Simon. Do you and your husband own your own home at that 
address? 

Mrs. Mays. Yes; we do. 
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Mr. Simon. Did some man sell you a home improvement? 

Mr. Mays. Well, it was an addition. 

Mr. Simon. An addition to your house ? 

Mrs. Mays. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. When was this ? 

Mrs. Mays. I remember it was the ITth of March 1962. 

Mr. Simon. March IT, 1952? 

Mrs. Mays. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Will you tell us what happened, please? 

Mrs. Mays. On that particular day, I had a cold, and these people 
wanted to do some work on the house. I told them I wasn’t interested 
because my husband wasn’t home. They said they would be over to 
talk to him. When they got there I had gone, but my husband was 
there so they sat and talked with him until I got back. Then they 
told me to come into the room. They said they didn’t want every- 
body to know about the business because there was more people in 
the house and they wanted to talk to us ourselves. 

Mr. Simon. This was secret. They didn’t want anybody else to 
know about it ? 

Mrs. Mays. That is right. 

Mr, Simon. What was the name of the company ? 

Mrs. Mays. Prime Construction Co. 

Mr. Simon. Do you remember the name of the salesman ? 

Mrs. Mays. Lou Newman. 

The Chairman. The name was Prime Construction Co. ? 

Mrs. Mays. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. There were other people in the house and they wanted 
to talk to you and your husband alone?- 

Mrs. Mays. That is right. We went into the room and started talk- 
ing. He told me he would put 5 rooms in the attic, which would be 2 
bedrooms, living room, kitchen, and bath, so we asked how much would 
the job be. He says, ‘T will do the job. The job will be $1,609. For 
you we will do it for $T,490, with $200 as a downpayment. I will give 
you this $200.” And they marked that down and said that would come 
off my income tax, so while he kept talking, I said ‘T am not ready to 
go into it.” He said, “Mrs. Mays, it will be a lot of help to you. Tbe 
upstairs will help pay for your downstairs.” I said, “I know that, but 
1 can’t afford it.” He said, ‘‘It won’t cost you anything.” 

Mr. Simon. Won’t cost you anything? 

Mrs. Mays. “Won’t cost you anything. In 3 months your payments 
start.” . 

They finished it, and then I could rent it out, and rent out 2 months 
before the payments started, so they went up — no, the man told me, 
he says — he had the paper there to sign and he says, “This is not the 
contract.” He said he would send the papers to Washington and have 
them O. K.’d and they would come back and they would be 0. K.’d 
there. . 

The Chairman. Did you think you were doing business with the 
.Federal Government? 

Mrs. Mays. I didn’t know. 

Mr. Simon. Did he tell you it was an FHA loan ? 

Mrs. Mays. Yes. Pie told me it would be paid through the FPIA. 
and so we signed the paper that evening between 5 and 6 o’clock. He 
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said it would be about a couple or 3 weeks before they would get started 
on tlie job. I went to work the next morning, and when I came back 
they had started. They had the bedroom with no windows, the bath- 
room, no windows, just the box. The stairway, you couldn’t get up 
there. The materials they had worked on, they took the materials 
up through the windows. We kept calling trying to get them to finish 
and they never came back. We called up an inspector from the build- 
ing engineering department. 

The Chairman. From the what? 

Mrs. Mays. The engineering department from the city, an inspector, 
so this inspector come out, and then he went up and looked at the job 
and then he goes back and gives them a 72-hour notice to come and com- 
plete the job. They didn’t do it, so one evening this man came in and 
said, “Would you do me a favor ?” I said, “What is that?” He says to 
sign this paper for more material. I said I would. I didn’t read the 
paper. I couldn’t have read it. I am not a good reader. I si^ed the 
paper and the next 2 days, about 2 or 3 weeks, I got a book from the 
bank for payments. 

The Chairman. What bank? 

Mrs. Mays. Industrial National Bank. 

The Chairman. Industrial National Bank? 

Mrs. Mays. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Did that paper you signed for more material turn out 
to be a completion slip ? 

Mrs. Mays. A completion slip. 

Mr. Simon. In that it said they had completed the job and it was 
satisfactory ? 

Mrs. Mays. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. They took that to the bank and the bank gave them 
the full amount? 

Mrs. Mats. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. $1,600? 

Mrs. Mays. They gave them $1,490. 

Mr. Simon. $1,490? 

Mrs. Mays. That is right. After they had gotten their money they 
never came back to do the work. 

Mr. Simon. Never came back? 

Mrs. Mays. No. 

Mr. Simon. How much work had they done by that time? 

Mrs. Mats. It wasn’t nothing. They just went back and partitioned 
it off, the 5 rooms they partitioned it off and 1 of the bedrooms you 
couldn’t walk in because the walls had to be raised, new floors had 
to be put in. They didn’t do anything. There wasn’t a window. 
It was just blank, no window in the bedroom or bathroom and the 
other ones were supposed to be enlarged. They didn’t bother that. 
They didn’t raise the stairway. They didn’t do anything, probably 
just went up and put up something and left out. 

Mr. Simon. Because you signed the completion slip they went to 
the bank and the bank gave them the full amount of money and the 
bank said you owed the money ? 

Mrs. Mays. That is right. My husband went down to the bank. 
They sent a man out to see this job. 

Mr. Simon. What bank was this? 
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Mrs. Mays. Industrial National Bank down in town, so this man 
came out and he says, “Mrs. Mays, as far as I am concerned the job 
is not worth $300.” 

The Chairman. Who said that? 

Mrs. Mats. The man from the bank. 

The Chairman. The man from the bank said the job wasn’t worth 
$300 ? 

Mrs. Mats. That is right. 

The Chairman. They had advanced how much ? 

Mrs. Mats. $1,490. 

The Chairman. WTiy didn’t they find that out before they advanced 
the money ? 

Mrs. Mays. I don’t know. They didn’t send anybody else out until 
we complained about the payments. I said, “I couldn’t rent the 
place.” He said, “It is quite natural you can’t rent it because it is 
nothing but a box, there is no windows.” 

They told me after I called Prime, they said, “Go on and rent it.” 
I said, “I can’t rent it.” They said, “If you can’t put somebody in 
it, I will put somebody in it.” I told them to do it, I wasn’t. The 
inspector came out and said I was right, not to try to rent it. So 
I didn’t. That was the inspector from the city. He was Inspector 
Jackson from the city. 

Mr. Simon. Are you paying the bank now ? 

Mrs. Mats. No. We had to go into a lot of trouble. 

Mr. Simon. Where does your husband work ? 

Mrs. Mays. At the Plymouth plant. 

The Chairman. What is his salary ? 

Mrs. Mats. He makes $65 come-home pay. We went to the Mich- 
igan Cooperative Security and then we went to traffic court, and then 
we wrote the better business, so we also had — no, we took it up with 
FHA. I can’t remember exactly how it went. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat finally happened? 

Mrs. Mays. W^ell, finally, they were supposed to — we had a settle- 
ment. How did that settlement come? They were supposed to do 
something. I just can’t — altogether I can’t remember it, but we 
couldn’t do anything until the city and everything, you know, cleared 
up the mess. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know whether you made a settlement with the 
bank? 

Mrs. Mays. No. The Prime Construction was supposed to go back 
and buy up that note. Wasn’t that' right, take that note back? 

Mr. Simon. Is that what happened ? 

Mrs. PuETT. I took care of it from the time that the complaint 
was made to the securities commission, the corporation securities com- 
mission. They made the complaint. We have it here. They found 
them guilty and canceled their certificate, and then I took, at about 
the same time, it up wfith the FHA. The FHA, Mr. Steffler, infomed 
me he would take it up with the Prime Construction, which he said 
he did, and then the Prime Constinction took up the notes. That was 
my demand, that they take up the notes after the certificate was can- 
celed, or at the time, and then subsequently, Mr. Rosenbaum took the 
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matter up with the better business bureau and the settlement was 
effected and the notes were taken up previously and the settlement 
was effected and they permitted the work that they had done, which 
was a roughed-in job as she has stated, windows or doors put in, as she 
stated, and they permitted the material to be turned over. A settle- 
ment was reached and signed. 

The Chairman. This is two cases we have had in a row of the Prime 
■Construction Co. This case was financed by the Industrial Bank? 
Mrs. Mays. That is right. 

The Chairman. The one previous to that was Allied Credit. 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

The Chairman. I wish it would be possible to get the records of 
Allied Credit and the bank on these two cases that we just talked 
about. Is this Prime Construction Co. still authorized to do business ? 
Mr. McCreedy. No, sir. 

The Chairman. The State of Michigan canceled them out? 

Mr. jMcCreedy. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. When was that? 

Mr. McCreedy. I don’t have the records with me. They have ap- 
plied for a new license and that license has been denied. 

Mrs. PuETT. The report I have is it was October 16, 1952. 

The Chairman. "What was that? 

Mrs. PuE'i’T. Cancelation of their certificate. 

The Chairman. What was that date again, please? 

Mrs. PuE'rr. I wanted to find it to verify it. October 16, I am 
pretty sure it was. 

The Chairman. Did you have a lot of complaints against this 
concern ? 

Mr. McCreedy. I think the records will show there were three com- 
plaints, sir, on the citation hearing. I am not sure. 

Mrs. Pwrr. I am real sure it was October 16 that the cancellation 
that I received notice of the cancellation. ’ 

The Chairman. Thank you vei'y much, Mrs. Mays. You may o-q 
now. We will excuse you from your subpena. ^ 

We are about to recess. I wish to state that all the witnesses that 
Jiave been subpenaed for 10 o’clock today or 2 o'clock are witnesses 
that have been subpenaed that we haven't heard. We will extend 
the subpenas until we can get to them this afternoon or tomorrow and 
those that were heard and we asked to remain will remain this after- 
noon and all day tomorrow unless we excuse you. Those witnesses 
that we did not ask to remain are excused from their subpena and 
they may proceed. We will now recess until 2 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 12 : 30 p. m., the committee recessed until 2 p m 
the same day.) ‘ 

AFTERNOON SESSION 

The Chairman. The committee will come to order, please 
Uur first witness this afternoon will be Helen Parker Bennett. Mrs 
ilennett, will you be sworn ? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 

nothing but the truth, so help you 
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TESTIMONY OP MRS. HELEN PARKER BENNETT, HELL-BEND CO.^ 

DETROIT, MICH. 

Mrs. Bennett. Yes. 

The Chairman. Please be seated and give the reporter your full 
name and address. 

Mrs. Bennett. Helen Parker Bennett, 7484 American. 

The Chairman. Mr. Counsel, you may proceed. 

Mr. Simon. Mrs. Bennett, are you the wife of Ira Bennett ? 

Mrs. Bennett. I am. 

Mr. Simon. What is your occupation ? 

Mrs. Bennett. At present I am unemployed. 

Mr. Simon. Have you been employed by the Hell-Bend Co.? 

Mrs. Bennett. I was a partner of the company. 

Mr. Simon. Would you talk into the microphone so we can hear 
you? 

Mrs. Bennett. I was a partner in the company. 

Mr. Simon. You were a partner in the company? 

Mrs. Bennett. I was. 

Mr. Simon. Who were the other partners ? 

Mrs. Bennett. Wallace Helies was president, and manager, my 
husband, Ira, vice president, I was secretary, Doris Helies was the 
treasurer. 

Mr. Simon. When was the company organized ? 

Mrs. Bennett. Approximately late in May of 1953. 

Mr. Simon. What was the business of the Hell-Bend Co. ? 

Mrs. Bennett. We called ourselves in the building business and we 
did new and old work ; building. 

Mr. Simon. At the time the company was organized, was Mr. Helies 
working for the Industrial National Bank? 

Mrs. Bennett. To the best of my knowledge. I have called her 
there. 

Mr. Simon. Did you have a conversation with Mr. Helies in which 
you told him that you needed some money ? 

Mrs. Bennett. Casually we mentioned we could use a thousand 
dollars. 

Mr. Simon. When was that conversation ? 

Mrs. Bennett. I can’t be specific as' to date. It may have been 
in May or June of 1953. 

Mr. Simon. May or June of 1963 ? 

Mrs. Bennett. In that interim. 

Mr. Simon. Was work done by the Hell-Bend Co. financed under 
FHA loans ? 

Mrs. Bennett. Not that I would know. We had no knowledge of 
the financing of the jobs. 

Mr. Simon. Who did the financing ? 

Mrs. Bennett. Mr. Helies. . 

The Chairman. Mr. who ? 

Mr. Bennett. Mr. Plelies, president of the company. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know how it was financed ? 

Mrs. Bennett. We were unable to ever get books or reports of any 
moneys that were handled by the company. 

Mr. Simon. How much of the stock did you own? 
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Mrs. Bennett. We set wp the company. I don't know. I think we 

were all four, one-quarter in. 

The Chairman. You were an officer? 

Ml’S. BENNiirrT. Yes. 

The (hrAiRM.\N. What was your title? 

Mrs. Benneit. Secretary. 

The Chairman. Your husband was vice president? 

Mrs. Benne'it. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. You and your husband owned one-half of the stock? 
Mrs. Bennett. So far as we knew. 

Mr. Simon. You couldn’t find out 

Mrs. Bennett. We never could find out anything about any 
financing. 

The Chairman. Who were the other two owners ? 

Mrs. Bennett. Wallace Helies and his wife, Doris. 

The Chairman. Was that the same lady that testified here this 
morning? 

Mrs. Bennett. I wasn’t here, sir. 

Mr. Simon. In May 1953, when you had this conversation with Mr. 
Helies in which you casually mentioned you could use a thousand 
dollai’s, what did he say ? 

Mrs. Bennett. He says, “I can get you a thousand dollars.” 

Mr. Simon. What did he do to get itf 

Mrs. Benne'it. Well, I don’t know what he did to get it. 

Mr. Simon. Did he drive you down to the Industrial National Bank ? 
Mrs. Benneit. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat happened when you got there ? 

Mrs. Bennett I signed a receipt for a check. 

Mr. Simon. How much was the check for ? 

Mrs. Bennett. Wlien I got in the car I found out it was for $1,500. 
Mr. Simon. Was that for an FHA title I loan ? 

Mrs. Bennett. I thought it was a personal loan. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know whether it turned out to be an FHA homo 
renair loan ? 

Mrs. Bennett. I think it was. 

The Chairman. You know now it was an FHA loan ? 

Mrs. Bennett. Yes, on title which we had no title or claim except to 
be tenants. 

The Chairman. At the time you were told did they say it was a 
personal loan ? 

Mrs. Bennett. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did you read the papers before you signed them? 

Mrs. Bennett. No. 

Mr. Simon. Did you know you were signing an application for a 
loan on property which you didn’t own ? 

Mrs. Bennett. I would not sign such a thing. 

Mr. Simon. You didn’t own tlie property ? 

Mrs. Bennett. No. 

Mr. Simon. You didn’t read the paper when you signed it? 

Mrs. Bennett. No. The signature on the application was not made 
in connection with the loan. 

Mr. Simon. Say that again. 
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Mrs. Bennett. The signature on the application was not made so 
far as I knew in connection with a loan. 

Mr. Simon. What was it for ? 

Mrs. Bennett, Well, I was always signing papers. I mean we 
would submit estimates on buildings. 

Mr. Simon. Did you think it was an estimate? 

Mrs. Bennett. I didn’t pay much attention. He just slipped it 
under and said ‘‘Sign it,” and so I did. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Helies did this ? 

Mrs, Bennett. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. After you got the check for $1,500, did he tell you you 
had to give him $500 ? 

Mrs. Bennett. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What was the $500 for? 

Mrs. Bennett. He said this was a syndicate. 

Mr. Simon. Who was the syndicate? 

Mrs. Bennett. Well, in the light of later events I think Mr. Helies 
was the syndicate. 

Mr. Simon. Allby himself ? 

Mrs Bennett. All by himself. 

Mr. Simon. Did his wife help you get that loan at the bank ? 

Mrs. Bennett. I couldn’t say because there was no trouble about 
getting it. I went in and askecl for it and got it and that ^vas it. 

Mr. Simon. Was the check all made out when you got there ? 

Mrs. Bennett. No. They made it out while I was there. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t anybody ask you any questions ? 

Mrs. Bennett. None. 

Mr. Simon. None at all ? 

Mrs. Bennett. Nothing. 

Mr. Simon. Who handed you the check ? 

Mrs. Bennett. The girl in the cashier’s cage. 

Mr. Simon. Did you sign the papers while you were there? 

Mrs. Bennett. I just signed a receipt for the check. 

Mr. Simon. That is all you signed there ? 

Mrs. Bennett. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. When did you sign the application and the notes ? 

Mrs. Bennett. It could have been any time. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t even know when you signed them ? 

Mrs. Bennett. No. 

Mr. Simon. What was the thousand dollars used for? You kept a 
thousand dollars ? 

Mrs. Bennett. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat did you use that for? 

Mrs. Bennett. We paid off little bills. We paid for a truck that 
we had. 

Mr. Simon. Paid for a truck? 

Mrs. Bennett. That we owned. 

The Chairman. You didn’t use the money to repair your house? 
Mrs. Bennett. It wasn’t our house. 

The Chairman. Oh. 

Mr. Simon. What hai>pened 

The Chairman. This is a new one? 

Mrs. Bennett. Yes. 
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]^r. Simon. What happened to the Hell-Bend Co. ? 

Mrs. Bennett. We had an attorney to request a dissolution of the 
company, giving us the report of the books, because my credit— the 
management’s credit was involved. To date, we have iAd no response 
from that. 

Mr. Simon. Did you offer to give back to the bank the thousand dol- 
lars plus interest? 

Mrs. Bennett. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. The bank wouldn’t take it? 

Mrs. Bennett. No. They took us into court and took a $1,500 
ent plus interest. 

, Simon. How much is the judgment? 

Mrs. Bennett. Well, the judgment I imagine — it is $1,500 plus 
whatever 

Mr. Simon. About $1,700 ? 

Mrs. Bennett. Something in that neighborhood. 

Mr. Simon. Have you tried to collect the $500 from Mr. Helies ? 

Mrs. Bennett. I have not because I have been scared of Mr. Helies. 

The Chairman. Frightened of him ? 

Mrs. Bennett. Yes. I still am. 

Mr. Simon. Why? 

Mrs. Bennett. He warned me that the syndicate would take care 
of me if I didn’t give J:he $500_and I was scared my husband would 



give me the business if I did so, I mean it is a matter- 

Mr. Simon. What do you mean the syndicate would take care of 
you, put you on a pension ? 

Mrs. Bennett. Probably. 

Mr. Simon. What do you mean by that? 

Mrs. Bennett. I say I was frightened of my life. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have any idea who this syndicate is? 

Mrs. Bennett. I still think it must be Mr. Helies. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know a man named Jack Chisik ? 

Mrs. Bennett. No. 

Ml*. Simon. You never had any dealings with him? 

Mrs. Bennett. No. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know of any other logins that Mr. Helies got for 
people that were insured by the FHA but were not for repairing ^eir 
homes? 


Mrs. Bennett. No, because as I say we Imew nothing of the financial 
arrangements of the company. That is what led to our request for a 
dissolution. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know anything about a loan he got for a funeral 
home? 

Mrs. Bennett. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. W as that for repairing the building ? 

Mrs. Bennett. No. 

Mi\ Simon. What was that for ? 

Mrs. Bennett. To build an eight-car garage. 

Mr. Simon. To build an eight-car garage ? 

Mrs. Bennett. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. For the funeral home ? 

Mrs. Bennett. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Was that an FHA loan ? 
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^s. Benneto. I read a copy of a contract that was signed whicji 
said on the basis of FHA of $2,500 they would make the downpavmBw 
to the conipany. 

Mr. Simon. Who was going to build the eight-car garage ? 

Mrs. Bennett. We were going to build it as a company. 

Mr.‘SiMoN.‘ ThatistheBwll-BendCo.l • ^ 

Mrs. Bennett. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. And was that for the Stinson Funeral Home ? < ( 

Mrs. Bennett. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Where is that ? 

Mrs. Bennett. At the Boulevard and West Warren. > , 

Mr. Simon. Do you know whether the Stinson Funeral Co. got the 
$2,500 on an FHA loan ? 

Mrs. Bennett. As far as I know they got it. 

Mr. Simon. Th^ did? ... 

Mrs, Bennett. Yes. 

Mr. SmoN. ‘ But' no part of that was used to repair or modernize 
the home? 

Mrs. Bennett. No. $1,100 was used and then 

Mr. Simon. $1,100? 

Mrs. Bennett. $1,100 was put into the garage. 

Mr. Simon. What was the other $1,400 used for ? 

Mrs. Bennett. That is what we would like to know. 

Mr. Simon. What is that? 

Mrs. Bennett. We never found that out. 

Mr. Simon. Who got the $1,400? 

Mrs. Bennett. Mr. Helies took the $2,500. 

Mr. Simon. The Stinson F uneral Home signed the papers ? 

Mrs. Bennett. Evidently. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Helies got the $2,500 ? 

Mrs. Bennett. Yes. ' 

The Chairman. The bank handled it ? 

Mrs. Bennett. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What bank handled it ? 

Mrs. Bennett. I wasn’t there; this is hearsay. It was supposed 
to have been Industrial Bank. 

Mr. Simon. He kept $1,400 and put $1,100 in the garage, is that 
right? 

Mrs. Bennett. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know of any other loans like that ? 

Mrs. Bennett. No. 

Mr. Simon. Did you have a salesman by the name of Alman or 
Altman ? 

Mrs. Bennett. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What was his full name ? 

Mrs. Bennett. I can’t recall the first name. 

Mr. Simon. How do you spelj the last name? 

Mrs. Bennett. I think it is A-l-]-m-a-n-d, perhaps. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know his first name? 

Mrs. Bennett. No. 

Mr. Simon. How long did he work for you ? 

Mrs. Bennett. As I say, he was Mr. Helies’ project. 

Mr. Simon. What did he do? 

Mrs. Bennett. That is what I never found out. 
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Mr. Simon. You don’t know what he did? 

Mrs. Bennett. No. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you. 

The Chairman. That is all. Thank you very much. You might 
stay around, if you will, please, until a little later. ' ; 

Our next witness will be Mrs. Mildred Kedmond.' Will you please 
come forward ? Will you please be sworn ? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God? 

testimony of MRS. MILDRED REDMOND, DETROIT, MICH. 

Ml’S. Redmond. Ido. ‘ ; 

The Chairman. Will you please be seated and give your name and 
address to the reporter for the record, please? 

Mrs. Redmond. Mildred Redmond. 

The Chairman. Your address, please? 

Mrs. Redmond. 1819 South Ethel. 

Mr. Simon. 1891 

Mrs. Redmond. South Ethel. 

Mr. Simon. Could you get a little closer to the microphone so we 
can hear you ? 

Mrs. Redmond. 1891 South Ethel. 

The Chairman. You may j^roceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Simon. Mrs. Redmond, in April or May of 1953, were you 
married ? ' 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did you know a Mrs. Rutli Stokes? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did she tell you that she could get you some money if 
you needed it? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. And at that time you were about to separate from your 
husband, were you ? . 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. And what was the arrangement that you made with 
your husband that required some money? 

Mrs. Redmond. He was supposed to have given me $2,000. 

Mr. Simon. He was supposed to give you $2,000 ? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. You were going to give him the furniture, is that right? 
Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did he have the $2,000 ? 

Mrs. Redmond. No. 

Mr. Simon. Did you and he then go to Mrs. Stokes? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes, after she came to us. 

Mr. Simon. She came to you first? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. vSiMON. When did she come to you ? 

Mrs. Redmond. Some time before July of 1953. 

Mr. Simon. Before July of 1953? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What did she tell you? 
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Mrs. Redmond. If we ever needed any money she could get it. 

The Chairman. If you ever needed any money, she could get it fij 

Mrs. Redmond. Y^. 

. Mr* Simon. Did you go to see her when you wanted this $2,000? 

Mrs. RiDMOND. Yes. 

' , Mr. Simon. What did you tell her? 

Mrs. Redmond. It was some time in the latter part of July 
we went to see her. 

Mr. Simon. What did you tell her? 

Mrs.' Redmond. I didn’t tell her anything at the time. My husband 
told h^ he heeded some money. 

Mr. Simon. Were you there! 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What did he tell her? 

Mrs. Redmond. He told her he wanted to borrow some money, 

Mr. Simon. Did he tell her what he wanted to borrow it for? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What did he tell her? 

Mrs. Redmond. I can’t remember the exact words, but it was to pay 
•off his wife. 

Mr. Simon. He told her it was to pay you off for a divorce ? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

The Chairman. Alimony or something like that ? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did you make out some papers then ? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Were they FHA title I loans? 

Mrs. Redmond. They were FHA papers. 

Mr. Simon. Did you know what FHA stood for ? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Federal Housing Administration — did you know that! 
Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Was any part of this money going to be used to repair a 
house? 

' Mrs. Redmond. Yes, part of it was supposed to have been. 

Mr. Simon. How much was going to be used to repair the house? 
Mrs. Redmond. I don’t know exactly, I mean how it was going to be 
arranged. 

Mr. Simon. I thought you said a minute ago that $2,000 was going 
to be for you so he could get a divorce. 

Mrs. Redmond. He wasn’t going to give me all of it at the same 
time. 

Mr. Simon. How much was he going to give you ? 

Mrs. Redmond. He was supposed to have given me $1,700. 

Tlie Chairman. Didn’t he give it to you ? 

Mrs. Redmond. No. 

Mr. Simon. When you made out these papers, you and Mrs. Stokes 
went to a bank, is that right ? 

Mrs. Redmond. No. These papers were made out at her home. 
Mr. Simon. After they were made out did she take you to the bank? 
Mrs. Redmond. If I can remember ; yes. 

Mr. Simon. Do you remember if ^flrst she took you to the National 
Bank of Detroit? 
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Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did they refuse the loan ? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Then did she make out a second set of papers? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. And was that about a day or two later ? 

Mrs. Redmond. I think it was a day later. 

Mr. Simon. A day later? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. At that time did she take you to the Industrial National 
Bank? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did you get the money there ? 

Mrs. Redmond. Made out the papers. 

Mr. Simon. Made out the papers and did you get the money ? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Two thousand dollars? 

Mrs. Redmond. No. 

Mr. Simon. How much did you get ? 

Mrs. Redmond. $1,200. 

Mr. Simon. $1,200 ? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Is that all you got? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. And what was that money used for ? 

Mrs. Redmond. Part of it was given to me and part of it, well, a 
very small part was used there in the house. 

Mr. Simon. How much was used in the house ? 

Mrs. Redmond. I don’t know. I imagine about $550. 

Mr. Simon. What was the $550 used for? 

Mrs. Redmond. He painted the house. 

Mr. Simon. He painted the house ? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes, decorated. 

Mr. Simon. How much did you get ? 

Mrs. Redmond. The balance. 

Mr. Simon. About $650 ? 

Mrs. Redmond. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What did you do with that money ? 

Mrs. Redmond. Part of it was loaned out. 

Mr. Simon. You loaned it out? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Who did you loan it to? 

Mrs. Redmond. My mother. 

Mr. Simon. How is that? 

Mrs. Redmond. My mother. 

Mr. Simon. No part of that went to repair the house? 

Mrs. Redmond. No; not the balance. 

Mr. Simon. Did Mrs. Stokes ask you for $200 for her services in 
procuring the loan ? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did you pay that to her? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. She held the money out. 

Mr. Simon. She held the money out? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 
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The Chairman. Didn’t take any chances? 

Mr. Simon. Did you get a $1,000 or was it the $1,200 that you got 
after she took her $200 ? , 

Mrs. Eedmond. It was a thousand after she took her $200 out. 

Mr. Simon. Anii^you ,^ay your husband built a fence ai’ound tlie 
house; is that right? 

Mrs. Redmond. That is how we made out the application. 

Mr. Simon. The application said it was for a fence around the 
house? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did he build a fence around the house? 

Mrs. Redmond. No; not as' yet. 

Mr. Simon. Not yet? 

Mrs. Redmond. No. 

Mr. Simon. This was in the summer of 1 953 ? 

Mrs. Redmond. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. When do you figure he is going to build the fence? 
Mrs. Redmond. You will have to ask him. 

Mr. Simon. How is that? 

Mrs. Redmond. You will have to ask him that. 

Mr. Simon. Now, did Mrs. Stokes drive you to a business concern 
with the name of Universal Jalousies'? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

MLr. Simon. And did she introduce you to a man by the name of 
Jack? 

Mrs. Redmond. No. 

Mr. Simon. Was there a man by the name of Jack there? 

Mrs. Redmond. I don’t thinlc I heard that name at all. 

Mr. Simon. Did a man there cash the check for you ? 

Mrs. Redmond. I don’t know who cashed the check. I know I was 
carryii^ it there. I sat out in front. 

Mr. Simon. What do you mean by “carried” there? 

Mrs. Redmond. In their car. 

Mr. Simon. She drove you there? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. She went in and cashed the check ? 

Mrs. Redmond. She went in the office. I didn’t see the check any 
more. 

Mr. Simon. She brought you out the thousand dollars ? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. . , 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know who g6t the other $200 ? 

Mrs. Redmond. No. 

Mr. Simon. Did you deposit this thousand dollars in a separate 
banlc account? 

Mrs. Redmond. A little later. 

Mr. Simon. A little later? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. And you used part of it to visit your mother ? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Where does your mother live? 

Mrs. Redmond. Tennessee. 

Mr. Simon. You used part of this money to take a trip to Tennessee! 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. . 

Mr. Simon. Did you give your mother a $250 Christmas present! 
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Mrs. Redmond. No. 

Mr. Simon. What was that $260 ? 

Mrs. Redmond. I loaned it to her. 

Mr. Simon. It just happened to be at Christmastime? 

Mrs. Redmond. No. She was buying a home and it was for a 
payment. 

Mr. Simon. Now, later, you went back to your husband, didn’t you? 
Mrs. Redmond. Yes. We are considering a reconciliation. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t you use about $450 oi the loan to pay off some 
current household bills ? 

Mrs. Redmond. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. When you said that about $450 was used on the house, 
you meant for household bills; is that right? 

Ml’S. Redmond. No. I included, when I said about $550, 1 included 
that, too. 

Mr. Simon. You included what? 

Mrs. Redmond. I included the balance of the money that was left 
out of the thousand dollars. 

Mr. Simon. But of that $550 that you spent around the house, how 
much of that was spent for repairing the house and how much was 
spent for other household bills? 

Mrs. Redmond. I imagine about $200 or $250 was spent for the 
decoration. 

Mr. Simon. For decorating the house? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. The rest of it was spent for other household bills? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. So, out of the $1,200, only about $250 actually was spent 
on the house; is that right? 

Mrs. Redmond. I think so. 

Mr. Simon. Now, do you have any relatives that have made similar 
loans through Mrs. Stokes? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Is that your sister and her husband, Mrs. and Mr. 
Reuben Davidson? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did they make a title I loan through Mrs. Stokes? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes ; they made a loan. 

Mr. Simon. They made an FHA loan? 

Mrs. Redmond. I think it was FHA. 

Mr. Simon. How much did they get? 

Mrs. Redmond. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. What did they use the money for? 

Mrs. Redmond. It was to buy a home. 

Mr. Simon. To buy a home, not to repair one ? 

Mrs. Redmond. No? 

Mr. Simon. How much did they pay Mrs. Stokes ? 

Mrs. Redmond. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. Did you tell this committee that they paid her $300? 
Mrs. Redmond. I told him I thought so, but I didn’t know for sure. 
*300^ information that they paid her 

Mrs. Redmond. J ust through talk, you know. 

Mr. Simon. Who told you that? 
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Mrs. Kedmond. She didn’t tell me. 

Mr. Simon. Where did you get the information ? 

Mrs. Kedmond. Well, it was just through talk. I don’t remember, 

Mr. Simon. Talk with whom? 

Mrs. Kedmond. I don’t know. Someone I knew and someone that 
knew them. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know who it was ? 

Mrs. Kedmond. They didn’t tell me directly. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know who it was that told you ? 

Mrs. Kedmond. I don’t remember exactly. It was just the talk. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know anybody else who maae loans through 
Mrs. Stokes? 

Mrs. Kedmond. No; I don’t. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you very much. 

Did you have any doubt, Mrs. Kedmond, as to whether this wms 
legal transaction? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did you go to a lawyer? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Simon. What did he tell you? 

Mrs. Kedmond. Well, just before the money was borrowed — didn’t 
know it was going to be an FHA loan. I thought it was going to be a 
personal loan and I thought it would be perfectly legitmiate, ’ 
but I wasn’t sure, so then i went to my lawyer to get advice. 

Mr. Simon. Did you tell the lawyer it was an FHA loan? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did he tell you it was all right to make an FHA 
for alimony? 

Mrs. Redmond. Yes, he did, because I wouldn’t go through witih 
the procedure until I got his, you know, O. K. on it. 

]^. Simon. What is the name of the lawyer? 

Mrs. Redmond. Willis F. Ward. 

Mr. Simon. Where is his office? 

Mrs. Redmond. He is located in the Lawyers Building, Cadillac 
Square. 

Mr. Simon. He told you you could make an FHA loan for alimony? 

Mrs. Redmond. He surely did. 

Mr. Simon. When was this? 

Mrs. Redmond. That was in July 1953. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. We appreciate your testi- 
mony. 

Our next witness will be Mr. J ohn D. Redmond. Mr. Redmond, will 
you please come forward? Mr. Redmond, will you be sworn? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will 
be the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? 

« 

* 

TESTIMONY OF JOHN D. REDMOND, DETROIT, MICH. 

Mr. Redmond. I do. 

The Chairman. Please be seated and give your full name and ad- 
dress to the reporter. 

Mr. Redmond. John D, Redmond. 

Mr. Simon. Your address, Mr. Redmond? 
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Mr. Redmond. 1891 South Ethel. 

Mr. Simon. You are the husband, or you were the husband of Mrs. 
Mildred Redmond? 

Mr. Redmond. I am. 

Mr. Simon. Did you and she make an FHA title I in July 1953? 
Mr. Redmond. We did. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat was the amount of the loan? Was it $1,200? 
Mr. Redmond. Something in that nature. I don’t remember exactly 
how much it was. It was around a thousand dollars, I think. 

Mr. Simon. Was the first application for $2,000 and the second 
application for $1,200 ? 

Mr. Redmond. The fii’st application, I believe, was $1,500. 

Mr. Simon. $1,600? 

Mr. Redmond. I think so. 

Mr. Simon. That is the one that the Detroit National Bank turned 
down ? 

Mr. Redmond. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And the second one was for $1,200? 

Mr. Redmond. I think so. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know why the National Bank of Detroit turned 
the first loan down ? 

Mr. Redmond. No, I don’t 

Mr. Simon. Do you have any idea why ? 

Mr. Redmond. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Simon. Did the application for the loan say you were going to 
use the money to build a fence around your house ? 

Mr. Redmond. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Did vou ever use any part of the money to build a fence 
around your house ? 

Mr. Redmond. Not as yet. 

Mr. Simon. Do you still plan to build a fence around your house? 

Mr. Redmond. I do. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat did you use the money for ? 

Mr. Redmond. To pay my wife off. 

Mr. Simon. How much did you pay her ? 

Mr. Redmond. The money that I borrowed. 

Mr. Simon. How much ? 

Mr. Redmond. The money I borrowed from Industrial National 
Bank. 

The Chairman. The full amount ? 

Mr. Redmond. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Did you pay her all of it? 

Mr. Redmond. I don’t remember if I paid her all of it, or just how 
much. I really did pay her. 

Mr. Simon. Was any of it used to paint the house ? 

Mr. Redmond. Yes. I painted the house in and out. 

Mr. Simon. You painted it yourself ? 

Mr. Redmond. I did. 

Mr. Simon. How much did you spend for the paint? 

Mr. Redmond. That I don’t remember. 

Mr. Simon. Was it as much as $50? 

Mr. Redmond. I painted the house in and out. It cost much more 
man $50, 1 imagine. 
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Mr. Simon. A hundred dollars? 

Mr. Ebdmond. More than $100. 

Mr. Simon. $200 ? 

Mr. Redmond. Yes ; I would say $200. 

Mr. Simon. Where did you buy the mint? 

Mr. Redmond. At the paint store on Ford Street. I don’t know the 
name of it. I don’t know the number. 

Mr. Simon. Ford Street? 

Mr. Redmond. Ford Street. 

Mr. Simon. Ford and what else? 

Mr. Redmond. I don’t know the cross street. 

Mr. Simon. Near where is it? 

Mr. Redmond. Well, it is near Miller, I guess. 

Mr. Simon. What side of the street is it on ? 

Mr. Redmond. The right side coming from town. 

Mr. Simon. Right side leaving town ? 

Mr. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did any other part of this money go for work on the 
house? 

The Chairman. Did any other part of the money go to repair the 
house? 

Mr. Redmond. I don’t remember how much of that money, but it has 
been money spent on the house. I don’t know if it is this or that 
dollar. 

Mr. Simon. How much did you give your wife out of this loan ? 

Mr. Redmond. That I don’t remember exactly. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t she get $1,000? 

Mr. Redmond. Something in the neighborhood of $1,000. 

Mr. Simon. It was $1,000 ; wasn’t it? 

Mr. Redmond. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Simon. The loan was for $1,200 ; wasn’t it ? 

Mr. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. And as Mrs. Stokes took $200 ; didn’t she ? 

Mr. Redmond. I don’t know that. 

Mr. Simon. Did you personally ever see any part of this money ? 

Mr. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. How much did you see ? 

Mr. Redmond. I saw the whole amount. 

Mr. Simon. Was the check made out to you ? 

Mr. Redmond. Yes. 

The Chairman. Did you endorse it to the bank when it was cashed? 
Mr. Redmond. No. 

The Chairman. Wlio did? 

Mr. Redmond. My wife. 

Mr. Simon. She endorsed her name as well as yours ? 

Mr. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. She went with Mrs. Stokes to this Universal Jalousie 
place? 

Mr. Redmond. I don’t know where they went. 

Mr. Simon. You never saw the check, did you? 

Mr. Redmond. No. 

Mr. Simon. Plow much money did you see your wife have? 

Mr. Redmond. I saw the full amount.* 

Mr. Simon. What was .the full amount ? 
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Mr. Redmond. Whatever she borrowed, $1,000, you say. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t she keep the whole $1,000 for alimony ? 

Mr. Redmond. No. 

Mr. Simon. How much did she keep of the $1,000 for her alimony ? 
Mr. Redmond. That I don’t remember. 

Mr. Simon. Did she give you any of it? 

Mr. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did she come home tha/t night with the $1,000 ? 

Mr. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Were you and she then separated ? 

Mr. Redmond. No. 

Mr. Simon. You were still living together? 

Mr. Redmond. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Now, what happened to this money? Did she put it 
in a bank account, or did you put it in a sock ? Wliere did you put 
the money ? 

Mr. Redmond. She put it in the bank. 

Mr. Simon. In her name? 

Mr. Redmond. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. All of it? 

Mr. Redmond. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. The whole $1,000? 

Mr. Redmond. That is right. 

Mr. SmoN. How much did she ever draw out for you ? 

Mr. Redmond. That I don’t remember. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much, Mr. Redmond. 

Our next witness will be Mr. Cedar Point Thompson. 

I guess it is a lady. Is it a Miss or Mrs. ? 

Mrs. Thompson. Mrs. 

The Chairman. Will you be sworn : 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

TESTIMONY OF MRS. CEDAR POINT THOMPSON, DETROIT, MICH., 
ACCOMPANIED BY AVERN COHN, COUNSEL 

Mrs. Thompson. I do. 

The Chairman. The gentleman with you is your attorney ? 

Mrs. Thompson. Y'es; Avern Cohn, 701 Bankers Equitable Build- 
ing; 

The Chz\irman. Will you give your name and address now, please, 
for the record. 

Mrs. Thompson. Mrs. Cedar Point Thompson, 2964: Hooker, De- 
troit, Mich. 

The Chairman. You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know Mrs. Stokes? 

Mrs. Thompson. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. How well do you know her ? 

Mrs. Thompson. A little bit more than I would like to. 

Mr, SnvioN. What do you mean by that ? 

Mrs. Thompson. If it weren’t for her I wouldn’t be here. 

Mr. Simon. Did she ever tell you that if you needed money she 
can get it for you ? 
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Mrs. Thompson. That isn’t the way I originally met her. 

Mr. Simon. How did you first meet her ? 

Mrs. Thompson. Well, it so happened that at that particular time 
we were in a terrible stretch for housing, and needed a place extremely 
bad, and, of course, by women talking backward and forth, every, 
body, all my friends, were trying to find us a place, my husband and 
1, and had about $500 saved up ; at least he didn’t know it, but I had 
it saved up, and this particular place, we had looked at it in the spring, 
and due to the fact that this house where we were living was up for 
sale, at least a for-sale sign had been placed on it, rats had come 
in the place where we were living, I had been seriously burned the 
first of the year — thought it was just about time to make a move, 
and during'this period of time a friend of mine told me that a cousin 
of hers — she had understood, at least had been getting money for 
people to be able to obtain homes. She said she didn’t Imow how it 
was, and that is how I came in to meet her. 

Mr. Simon. She gave you the name of Mrs. Stokes ? 

Mrs. Thompson. Yes ; in fact, Mrs. Stokes called me. 

Mr. Simon. >^d what did she tell you when she called you ? 

Mrs. Thompson. That particular evening she said she would like 
to come out and talk with me. 

Mr. Simon. When she came out what did she say ? 

Mrs. Thompson. She brought a man with her. 

Mr. Simon. What was the man’s name ? 

Mrs. Thompson. If I am not mistaken, she introduced him as mther 
a Mr. Jack or Mr. Jacques, something like that. I wasn’t too inter- 
ested in his name. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know whether Jack was his first name? 

Mrs. Thompson. No; that is all I knew at that particular time. 

The Chairman. Is Mr. Jack Chisik present? 

(No response.) 

Tile Chairman. Am I pronouncing it right, C-h-i-s-i-k? 

Mr. Simon. Jack Chisik? He is under subpena for 2 o’clock. Sen- 
ator. 

The Chairman. Is he present? 

(No response.) 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know whether it was Mr. Jack Chisik? 

Mrs. Thompson. No ; I couldn’t definitely say. 

Mr. Simon. If you saw him would you recognize him ? 

Mrs. Thompson. I don’t know for sure. 

Mr. Simon. What did they tell you ? 

Mrs. Thompson. Well, first, I definitely didn’t want any part 

The Chairman. Did Mr. Jack Chisik just enter the room? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. You may proceed. 

Mr. Simon. Proceed, please. 

Mrs. Thompson. At first, I. didn’t want — not at first — I just didn t 
want any part of any loan sharks where you had to pay back three 
times as much as you borrowed, and I told him that in the beginning, 
and he told me no, this is a perfectly legal loan. You will get your 
money from the bank, and you will make your payments to them. 

Mr. Simon. Did he tell you it was an FH A title I loan ? 

Mrs. Thompson. At the time ; no. In fact, he never did ; no. 

Mr. Simon. T^o did tell you? 
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Mrs. Thompson. Mrs. Stokes. 

Mr. Simon. Mrs. Stokes told you it was an FHA title I loan?. 

Mrs. Thompson. Yes. However, first, during the conversaticm with 
this Mr. Jack, or whatever his name is, he asl^ me, of course, how 
much I thovight I needed, and whether or not— -he showed me the point 
when you are moving into a used house there is always things ^that 
need to be fixed up aiDout it which my husband and I, of course, we 
had seen a lot of things we did want to do. 

Mr. Simon. How much did you tell him you wanted ? 

Mrs. Thompson. I told him I would need at least around $1,000. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t you tell him you needed $700 because you had 
$500 and the downpayment was $1,200 ? 

Mrs. Thompson. That was before this suggestion came up concern- 
ing financing the place, something like that. I needed exactly $700. 
I knew that. 

Mr. Simon. Then he suggested you might need a little more money ? 

Mrs. Thompson. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Then you said $1,000? 

Mrs. Thompson. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did they tell you it was all right to put in the applica- 
tion that you already owned the house? 

Mrs. Thompson. That didn’t come in the conversation with them. 

Mr. Simon. Did you put in the application that you already owned 
the house ? 

Mrs. Thompson. I was advised when the time came for me to make 
an application, at least when I said that I would go on my own, since — 
at least since he hadn’t gotten any money for me, or anything, Mrs. 
Stokes advised me I could go to a bank and make my own application 
due to the fact that I was going to fix my house. 

Mr. Simon. Did Mrs. Stokes tell you what bank to go to? 

Mrs. Thompson. She named 3 or 4, something like mat. 

Mr. Simon. Did you talk to Mrs. Stokes one day and then get a tele- 
phone caU from a bank the next day telling you that you could come 
in for your loan ? 

Mrs. Thompson. No; she told me to go and make an application at 
the bank. 

Mr. Simon. At what bank did she tell you to go to? 

Mrs. Thompson. She named — I don’t Imow exactly how many, but 
at least about 3 or 4, maybe 5. 

The Chahjman. Just go into any bank and make an application? 

Mrs. Thompson. Yes. 

The Chairman. Which one did you go into? 

Mrs. Thompson. I went into the Industrial National Bank here 
downtown. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t they telephone you before you went into the 
bank? 

Mrs. Thompson. No. 

Mr. Simon. Are you certain of that ? 

Mrs. Thompson. I am positive. The only conversation that I had 
was directly with her. 

Mr. Simon. Were you interviewed in Washington by this committee 
on September 9, 1954? 

Mrs. Thompson. Yes. 
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Mr. Simon. At that time did you tell the committee that lii?, 
Stakes told you that she would h.ave this arranged at the Industrial;] 
Ba^ And the next day the bank called you and told you to bring you, 
husband in to sign the pap^s 1 

Mrs. Thompson. No. T am sorry. That i^’t what I told tlieni, 

I couldn’t have told them that. That isn’t the way it happened. 

Mr. Simon. Are you certain tliat is not what you told mem? 

Mrs. Thompson. l am certain of that. 

The Chairman. Let us read the testimony. 

Mr. Simon. You understand you are under oath? 

Mrs. Thompson. Yes, I do. 

- The>CHAi»MAN. Let us read the testimony she gave under oath in 
Washington and see what she did say. 

Mr. Simon. Page 1094 of the transcript, you said : 

I told him, let me take the blank home and talk it over with my husband, Boh 
gave it to me, and coming on down I said, “Well, gentlemen, why should I take It 
home to him,” and then we plow through it, and he said I could start it, so 1 
hurriedly right there in the lobby filled it in and took it upstairs and left it, 
so the next day on my job someone called me, and a man called me, and said he 
was from the Industrial National Bank, and told me to bring my husband in and 
told me what fioor to go to. I don’t exactly remember. So I said, “Well, let’s 
go down,” and I thought they wanted more information, so when I went to the 
bank they had us sign some papers, and I got the check. 

Is that right ? 

Mrs. Thompson. Maybe I misunderstood your question. I thought 
you had asked me whether someone had called me to come into the 
bank, 

Mr. Simon. I wasn’t there. 

Mrs. Thompson. I am sorry. 

Mr. Cohen. I think what she means was that subsecjuently thebaM 
called her to come in ; in your questioning of her, that time the bank did 
not call. 

Mr. Simon. I didn’t ask the questions. I wasn’t there. Didn’t 
you also tell them that you were startled by the size of the loan when 
they handed you the $1 ,500 check ? 

Mrs. Thompson. That is absolutely correct. I thought at first it 
was for about $150 when I just glanced at it. 

Mr. Simon. TVTio told them to make out a check for $1,500? 

Mrs. Thompson. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. You didn’t ask for $1,500? 

Mrs. Thompson. I don’t remember asking for it. 

Mr. Simon. When you filled out the application, how mucli did 
you put in the application? 

Mrs. Thompson. If I am not mistaken, I think I asked for about 

$ 1 , 000 . 

Mr. Simon. About $1,000? 

Mrs. Thompson. Yes, . . ? 

Mr. Simon. Did you put down “About $1,000” in the application. 

Mrs. Thompson. No. If I recall, I don’t remember exactly what I 
filled in. 

Mr. Simon. What did you say in the application was to be the 
purpose for which you were going to use the money ? 

Mrs. Thompson. To establish a parking lot in back of my place, and 
to fix the stairs to the upstairs apartment, and to paint the house. 

Mr. Simon. Of course, it wasn’t true, was it? 
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Mjs. Thompson. Weill , ^ 

Mr. Simon. Weren’t you going to use the money for the down- 


payment ? . . j, 

^ Mrs. Thompson. Part of it, and part of it I intended to use for the 

papairs. 

Simon. Now, within a week after you got this money, did Mrs. 


Stokes call on you? 

Mrs. Thompson. Yes, she did. She called me by phone. 

Mr. Simon. Did she ask you to purchase $500 worth of supplies 


from her? 

Mrs. Thompson. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What was that conversation? 

Mrs. Thompson. I told her that my husband was going to do our 
own remodeling, and fix the cement, and so forth, and then she re- 
marked — she had talked to him first. She told him that I had told 
her to bring some supplies to the house. He called me on my job, 
and I told him I hadn’t told her any such thing, and then the conver- 
sation was backwards and forth, and he told her that she would have 
to talk to me about that, so that night — ^that is when I told her 
definitely that he was going — ^we were going to buy our own supplies 
and do our own work so then she advised me of the point that I would 
never have gotten the loan if she hadn’t put in at least half of it. 

Mr. Simon. If she hadn’t put in at least half ? 

Ml’S. Thompson. If she hadn’t deposited at least half of the amount 
to the bank. 

Mr. Simon. She deposited half of the amount to the bank? 

. Mrs. Thompson. That is what she told me. 

Mr. Simon. Did you end up buying these $500 worth ? 

Mrs. Thompson. No. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever pay her any money ? 

Mrs. Thompson. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. How much did you pay her ? 

Mrs. Thompson. $500. 

Mr. Simon. You paid her $500? 

Ml’S. Thompson. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What was that for? 

Mrs. Thompson. She told me directly how would I like for the place 
of my employment to know that I had gotten a phony loan, and I asked 
her what do you mean by a phony loan, and she told me, she said, “You 
didn’t own a house when you got the loan,” so that is when I actuallv 
felt kind of bad. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t you know it was a phony loan before that? 

Mrs. Thompson. Well, I will say this : Maybe I guess you would 
say part was phonv, but I didn’t know you couldn’t use part of the 
money to make a aownpayment and the other for repairs. I really 
didn’t know. 


Mr. Simon. At any rate, you paid her the $500? 

Mrs. Thompson. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And you have the $1,500 loan at the bank? 

Mrs. Thompson. That is right. 

The Chairman. Have you since paid the loan off? 

Mrs. Thompson. We are making our payments. We are current. 
Mr. Simon. Mrs. Thompson, you knew quite a bit about these title 
1 loans before you made this loan ; didn’t you ? 
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Mrs. l^EOMPSON. I didn’t know title I loans ; no. 

Mr. SoEMON. Hadn’t you worked for the Mi^igan Corporation and 
Securities Commission ? 

' Mrs. Thompson. That is right, sir. . ! 

Mr. Simon. And you worked in the office where they handled these 
comjilaints against FHA title 1 loans ? 

Mrs. Thompson. When the complaints come in and they say FHA 
that is the truth. I didn’t know one FHA title I from any other t\pe 
of title. That is the truth. 

Mr. Simon. When you handled these FHA title I complaints in your 
job you didn’t know what they meant ? 

Mrs. Thompson. The only thing I looked for was whetlier the per- 
son’s basement was leaking or the roof was leaking,. 

‘ Mr. Simon. * You didn’t know what FHA meant ? 

Mrs. Thompson. Not in the point of title I. I knew that some people 
bought homeS'^under FHA, and then there were repairs, or what haTe 
-you. What type was what, I didn’t know. I had no reason to befom 
The Chairman. Thank you very much. If you will stand by n 
might want you a little later, please. 

- Mr. Cohen. Do you want her to stay the rest of the afternoon? 

- The Chairman. If you will please, until we get through. We may 
want her. 

The next witness will be Lawyer Brown. 

Mr. Brown, will you please be sworn? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give 

Mr. Brown. I do not swear. 

The Chairman. You do not swear? 

Mr. Brown. No. 

The Chairman. Why? 

Mr. Brown. It is against my religion. 

The Chairman. Against your religion? 

Mr. Brown. Yes. I will confinn my statement. 

The Chairman. I will have to admit this is the first experience I 
had had in this. I thought I had experienced a little of everything 
in this investigation to date, but this is a new one. 

Mr. Simon. What about your religion prevents your taking an 
oath ? 

Mr. Brown. I will swear, and the Bible says swear not. We believe 
in living by the Bible. 

Mr. Simon. What the Senator means is will you take an oath to tell 
the truth ? 

Mr. Brown. I will tell the truth. 

Mr. Simon. Will you tell an oath to tell the truth. 

Mr. Brown. I won’t swear. 

Mr. Simon. Will you take an oath to tell the truth ? 

The Chairman. Will you hold up your right hand? 

Mr. Brown. That would be swearing. 

The Chairman. How do 'want to handle it, then? 

Will you affirm ? 

Mr. Brown. I will affirm. 

The Chairman. You will affirm? 

Mr. Brown. I will affirm ; yes. 

The Chairman. Hold up your right hand. 
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Po you hereby aflarm the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 

God? 

TESTIMONY OF LAWYER BROWN, DETROIT, MICH. 

Hr. Brown. I do. 

The Chairman. Thank you, sir. You may be seated. 

I think we have had about every experience now that is possible in 
the last 3 months. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Brown, will you give the reporter your full name 
and address, please ? 

Mr. Brown. Lawyer Brown, 2215 Court. 

The Chairman. Are you a lawyer or is that your name? 

Mr. Brown. That is my name. 

The Chairman. Lawyer is your name ? 

Mr. Simon. You work for the railroad as a car cleaner? 

Mr. Brown. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know Doris Thomas? 

Mr. Brown. I do. 

Mr. Simon. Does she have a sister named Ruth Stokes ? 

Mr. Brown. She do. 

Mr. Brown. Did you have any discussions with Mrs. Stokes and 
Mrs. Thomas about a loan ? 

Mr. Brown. Yes ; I did. 

Mr. Simon. You did? 

Mr. Brown, Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What was the nature of that discussion? 

Mr. Brown. I didn’t ask them for a loan. I was talking about how 
my bills were. 

Mr. Simon. How your bills were ? 

Mr. Brown. Yes. 

The Chairman. The amount of money you oAved ? 

Ml’. Brown. Yes; how much money I owed and how my bills were 
that was in bad shape, and I needed some money to catch them up. 

I had been off. I was a little sick and had been off. 

The Chairman. Where do you work ? 

Mr. Brown. I work at the New York Central Railroad. 

The Chairman. How much do you earn each month ? 

Mr. Brown. Well, we get paid three times a month now. 

The Chairman. How muoh do you earn a month in wages? 

Mr. Brown. About $250. 

The Chairman. $250 a month. 

Mr. Brown. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What did you tell her about needing some money ? 

Mr. Brown. I told her I needed some money for my bills, to oav 
my bills up. » r j 

Mr. Simon. Wliat did she say ? 

Mr. Brown. She then a few days later she told me, she said, I can 
get you some money. 

Mr. Simon. Did she tell you where she was going to get it? 

Mr. Brown. No; she didn’t. 

Mr. Simon. What else did she say ? 

60000— 54— pt. 4 6 
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Mr. Brown. So I said, if you can get it I would like to have around 
,500. I said I could pay off some bills and I could have my bills 
where I could handle them. 

Mr. Simon. Did you tell her what you wanted the $2,500 for? 

Mr. Brown. Yes; to pay bills. 

Mr. Simon. To pay bills 1 

Mr. Brown. To pay bills; yes. 

Mr. Simon. What kind of bills ? 

Mr. Brown. Well 

Mr. Simon. Were any of them for repairing a house? 

‘Mr. Brown. Well, I wanted to catch up on what I had. 

Mr. Simon. Do you own a house? 

Mr. Brown. Yes: I do. 

The Chairman. These are to pay past bills, the money you owed in 
the past? 

Mr. Brown. Bills was behind ; yes. And so she tells me that she 
could get me my money, and 

Mr, Simon. At a later date did Doris Thomas and Wallace Helies 
come to see you? 

Mr. Brown. Yes. Doris, she came in later, and then later Mr. 

Helies. 

Mr. Simon. Did they come in together? 

Mr. Brown. No; she was there vmen he came. 

Mr. Simon. She was there when he came? 

MDr. Brown. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Were they connected with each other ? 

Mr. Brown. Well, that I don’t know why they was connoted to 
one another or not, but I know they was worlring together while they 
were there. 

Mr. Simon. That is what I had in mind. They were working 
together? 

Mr. Brown. They were working together while they were there. 

The Chairman. Doris and Wallace Helies were working together 
while they were in your presence? 

Mr. Brown. Yes. 

The Chairman, How did th^ work? 

Mr, Brown. I had told her 1 needed some money so she knew me 
well. 

Mr, Simon. This is Doris now? 

Mr. Brown. Yes. Although she have stayed at my house, and she 
come there, just like she is coming home, so when they came they 
gave me two pieces of paper, and I signed them, and so I called my 
wife and got her to si^ the paper. 

Mr. Simon. How did they happen to give you these two pieces of 
paper? 

Mr. Brown. It was understood I needed some money and they was 
going to get it for me. 

The Chairman. Who is this, Doris Helies? ’Wliere did she work? 

Mr. Brown. Doris, she wasn’t working any place that I know of. 

Mr. Chairman. Were you here this morning? 

Mr. Brown. Yes. 

The Chairman. Did she testify this morning, this same Doris 
Helies? 

Mr. Brown. I don’t know Doris Helies ; I know Doris Thomas. 
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Mr. Simon. You don’t know where she works? 

Mr. Brown. No. She wasn’t working any place that I know at 
that time. 

Mr. Simon. Did she ever work anywhere? 

Mr. Brown. I don’t know that. 

Mr. Simon. How well do you know her? 

Mr. Brown. She stayed at my house. I mean, I never known her 
to do any work. She did a little day work once in awhile. That 
is all I knowed about it. 

Mr. Simon. She lived in your house? 

Mr. Brown. Yes ; for 3 or 4 months, I guess. 

Mr. Simon. Did she arrange for Mr. Helies to come to your house? 
Mr. Brown. Yes, she did. 

Mr. Simon. And he handed you two pieces of p^er; is that right? 
Mr. Brown. She gave me two pieces of paper. She got them from 
him and gave them to me. 

Mr. Simon. What did the pieces of paper say on them ? 

Mr. Brown. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever read them? 

Mr. Brown. No ; I didn’t. 

Mr. Simon. Are you able to read ? 

Mr. Brown. I can read a little. 

Mr. Simon. But you don’t know what these pieces of paper said? 
Mr. Brown. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Simon. You signed them; is that right? 

Mr. Brown. That is right. I signed them and gave them to my 
wife to sign. 

Mr. Simon. She signed them? 

Mr. Brown. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. After that did you get some money ? 

Mr. Brown. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. How much did you get? 

Mr. Brown. I got $1,000. 

Mr. Simon. Who did you get it from? 

Mr. Brown. I got it in checks. I got three checks. 

Mr. Simon. Whose checks were they? 

Mr. Brown. From Heaton, Hatton, or some kind of supply com- 
pany. 

Mr. Simon. Heydon Building Supply Co. ? 

Mr. Brown. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. These were the checks of the Heydon Building & Supply 
Co. ? 


Mr. Brown. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. How much were each of the checks for ? 

Mr. Brown. I don’t remember how much each of these was for, 
but I do know they was divided into enough to come to $1,000. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know what they were for, but they totaled 

$1,000? ^ J t CU 


Mr. Brown. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Did you find out later that you owed a bank $1,300 for 
a home-improvement loan ? 

Mr. Brown. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What is the bank? 

Mr. Brown. Commercial something. 
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Mr. Simon. Commerce Bank? 

Mr. Brown. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What is the rest of the name ? Do you know ? 

Mr. Brown. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. Was any part of that money used for repairs or im- 
provements to your home? 

Mr. Brown. Well, I put some — painted on the inside. 

The Chairman. Painted one side? 

Mr. Brown. Inside the house. 

Mr. Simon. You had done that previously, hadn’t you? 

Mr. Brown. I did that when I got the money. 

Mr. Simon. How much of this $1,000 did you spend for that paint? 
Mr. Brown. I don’t know. I just got a bucket of paint at the 5- 
and 10-cent store. 

Mr. Simon. Five dollars or so? 

Mr. Brown. I paid around $5 a gallon for the paint. 

Mr. Simon. Did you use about $5, then, of this $1,000 for paint? 
Mr. Brown. More than that. 

Mr. Simon. Ten dollars ? 

Mr. Brown. I guess I used around $50. 

Mr. Simon. Fifty dollars? 

Mr. Brown. Yes, around $50 or $60. 

Mr. Simon. Did any part of the other $950 go to repair or modernize 
your house? 

Mr. Brown. Well, some old cabinets I put in. 

Mr. Simon. How much did you spend on that? 

Mr. Brown. I don’t know ; I couldn’t say. 

The Chairman. About $5 ? 

Mr. Brown. More than that. 

The Chairman. Ten dollars? 

Mr. Brown. It was around $50 or $40, 1 guess. 

Mr. Simon. Did any part of the other $900 go to repair your house? 
Mr. Brown. No. 

Mr. Simon. And you are paying off now on the $1,300 loan? 

Mr. Brown. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Who got the other $300 ? 

Mr. Brown. I guess whoever got the money got the other $1,500. 
I didn’t. 

Mr. Simon. Did Doris and Helies tell you that that was a fee for 
their services ? 

Mr. Brown. They told me — ^she told me, which she did, she told me 
it would cost the same as getting a loan. I couldn’t get a loan because 
my bills was in too bad a shape. 

The Chairman. Your bills was in too bad a shape? 

Mr. Brown. Yes. I knew I couldn’t get a loan, so I didn’t try 
to get one. 

Mr. Simon. Your credit wasn’t any good ? 

Mr. Brown. That is right. * 

Mr. Simon. Did you fill out a credit application when you made this 
loan ? 

Mr. Brown. I didn’t fill out any kind of application. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know whether anybody else filled out a credit 
application for you ? 
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Mr. Brown. All I know they had asked me questions and I answered 
tkem. 

Mr. Simon. What questions did they ask you ? 

Mr. Brown. Where I worked, which Doris knowed, and how long 
I had worked. 

Mr. Simon. Did they ask you how many bills you owed ? 

Mr. Brown. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did you tell them ? 

Mr. Brown. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know whether they put that down in the 
application ? 

Mr. Brown. I don’t know. I never saw the application. 

I Mr. Simon. You never saw the application ? 

Mr. Brown. No. 

Mr. Simon. Are you paying off the bank now ? 

Mr. Brown. Well, I am paying them in time, but I am paying them. 
Mr. Simon. Are you behind ? 

Mr. Brown. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have your book with you ? 

Mr. Brown. No. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have any of the papers wdth you ? 

Mr. Brown. No. 

The Chairman. It isn’t clear what bank it is. 

Mr. Simon, That is what I asked him about the bank. 

The Chairman. Do you have any papers with you at all ? 

Mr. Brown. I don’t have no paper. 

■ The Chairman. Did you know you possibly were violating the law 
when you got this loan tor one purpose and used it for another. 

Mr. Brown. No, I didn’t. 

Mr. Simon. You know it is a fraudulent loan, don’t you ? 

Mr. Brown. Yes. 

The Chairman. You Iniow now, don’t you ? 

Mr. Brown. Yes. 

The Chairman. It would be against your religion, wouldn’t it ? 

Mr. Brown. Yes, it sure would. 

Here is the bank. 

The Chairman. May we haA e it, please ? 

It is the Detroit Bank, called Bank of Commerce, Hamtramck and 
Michigan. 

No, this is to the Heydon Building & Supply Co., Lawyer Brown or 
Julia Brown. 

Mr. Simon. Isn’t that a notice from the bank that a check that Mr. 
Helies gave you was returned ? 

Mr. Brown. Yes. It came back. 

Mr. Simon. That is not the bank you made the loan from ? 

Mr. Brown. No. you see, I have an account at Detroit Bank and I 
deposited the check in my account. 

Mr. Simon. And it bounced back ? 

Ml*. Brown. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. That is what this notice is ? 

Mr. Brown. That is right. 

The Chairman. You mean one of the checks you received bounced ^ 
Mr. Brown. That wasn’t for me. That was a check; it Avas made 
out to me, but it Avas a check to Doris, you see. AYlien I got the money 
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she need^ some money, she said, and I lent her some money out of 
that money. 

Mr. Simon. You lent some of the money to Doris? 

Mr. Brown. I lent her some of the money. 

Mr. Simon. How much of this $300 did Doris get? 

Mr. Brown. I don’t know that. 

Mr. Simon. In addition to whatever she got out of the $300 you 
loaned her some more ; is that right ? 

Mr. Brown. Yes; I lent her some. 

Mr. Simon. How much did you loan her? 

Mr. Brown. I don’t exactly know. I lent her $50, and then when 
she got the check, I deposited the check in my name. 

Mr. Simon. You say she got the check? 

Mr. Brown. Wlien she got this check. 

Mr. Simon. This is for $525. 

Mr. Brown. That is right. That was a check made to me for 
her. 

Mr. Simon. It was made payable to you for her ? 

Mr. Brown. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Why was it for her? 

Mr. Brown. She said she wanted me to cash the check for her. I 
said if you want me to cash a check for you you have to put it in 
my name, have it in my name. 

Mr. Simon. "What was this $525 for ? 

Mr. Brown. I don’t know. It was her check but made to me. 

Mr. Simon. Why was the Heydon Building & Supply Co., which 
is Mr. Wallace Helies’ company, paying $525 to Doris? 

Mr. Brown. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know what that was for? 

The Chairman. Was Doris a colored or white girl? 

Mr. Brown. Colored. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know what that money was for? 

Mr. Brown. No ; I don’t. 

Mr. Simon. In addition to the $500 you still loaned her $50 more? 

Mr. Brown. I loaned her $50. I lent her $50 before she ever — 
she owed me $50, and she said, “Well, Mr. Helies owes me some money, 
and I will pay it to you when I get the money from him.” So after 
she had the check made to me I deposited it and wrote her a check— 
I wrote her two more checks, and the check wasn’t no good and she 
had cashed the check, so I had to make my check gooa, too. That 
made her owe me $100 some. 

Mr. Simon. What connection is there between Ruth Stokes and 
Doris Thomas? You started out by dealing with Ruth Stokes : is that 
right? 

Mr. Brown. No. I wasn’t dealing with Ruth Stokes. As I said, I 
know her. 

Mr. Simon. You knew her? 

Mr. Brown. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. She is the sister of Doris Thomas ? 

Mr. Brown. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Ruth Stokes didn’t have anything to do with this deal ? 

Mr. Brown. No. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you, very much. 
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Mr. Brown, how many FH A loans have you had ? 

Mr. Brown. How many FHA loans I have had ? 

Mr. Simon. How many FHA loans have you had ? 

Mr. Brown. I had one on my house and I bought a hot water tank. 

Mr. Simon. That is two. 

Mr. Brown. That is all. I bought some furniture through the bank. 

Mr. Simon. This was your third FHA loan; is that right? 

Mr. Brown. Yes. 

The Chairman. Who secured each of them for you ? 

Mr. Brown. Well 

The Chairman. This Doris Thomas? 

Mr. Brown. No. The first one I had, it was got through the 
national bank. 

The Chairman. Which national bank ? 

Mr. Brown. National Bank of Detroit. 

The Chairman. National Bank of Detroit, and the second one was 
got through whom ? 

Mr. Brown. The second one was got through the national bank, 
I bought some furniture. 

The Chairman. What about the third one? The third one was 
what bank? 

Mr. Brown. That is Commercial, I guess. 

The Chairman. And have you paid or are you still paying on all 
three of these loans? 

Mr. Brown. That is right. 

The Chairman. You haven’t paid any of them off ? 

Mr, Brown. No. 

Mr. Simon. Are you in default on all three of them ? 

Mr. Brown. What is that? 

Mr. Simon. Are you a little behind on all three ? 

Mr. Brown. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Were you a little behind on the first two when vou made 
the third one? 

Mr. Brown. That is right. I paid them up. 

Mr. Simon. You were a little behind on the first two when you got 
the third one put through? 

Mr. Brown. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. You may remain in the 
room, though, until we close tonight. Thank you. 

Our next witness will be Mrs. Ruth Stokes. 

Mrs. Ruth Stokes? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Mr. Jack Chisik? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Is the marshal present? 

The Marshal. Yes, sir. ' 

The Chairman. We order the marshal to go out and arrest Mrs. 
■Ruth Stokes and Jack Chisik because they are violating a subpena. 
They were both subpenaed to appear in this courtroom at 2 o’clock 
this afternoon. Unless they do arrive they will be in contempt of 
this committee, and of the United States Senate. They are not on 
the outside ? They are not out there in the hall ? 
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(No response.) 

The Chairman. We will ask Mrs. Helies to return to the stand, 
please. 

Mrs. Helies, you have already been sworn. Will you be seated, 
please. 

You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Simon. Mrs. Helies, do you know Doris Thomas? 

TESTIMONY OE MRS. DORIS MAME HELIES, COZY HOME 
IMPROVEMENT CO., DETROIT, MICH.— Resumed 

Mr. Helies. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Simon. What business dealings does she have with your hus- 
band? 

Mrs. Helies. That I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. How do you know her ? 

Mrs. Helies. She has been in the building 2 or 3 times. 

Mr. Simon. What building? 

Mrs. Helies. To our home. Our home and office are together. 
Mr. Simon. What was the purpose of her coming to your home and 
office? 

Mrs. Helies. To discuss business with my husband. 

Mr. Simon. What business did she discuss ? 

Mrs. Helies. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. Were you there? 

Mrs. Helies. No. 

Mr. Simon. Does she work for your husband ? 

Mrs. Helies. Not that I know of, sir. 

Mr. Simon. If she doesn’t work for him what business did she have 
to discuss with your husband? 

Mrs. Helies. As far as I know, getting business for him. 

Mr. Simon. Getting business for him? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. I am a little confused. You say she doesn’t work for 
him but gets business for him ? 

Mrs. Helies. She brought leads into him,, as far as I know. 

Mr. Simon. What kind of leads did she bring in to him ? 

Mrs. Helies. For modernization work. 

Mr. Simon. For modernization work? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did he pay her a commission on those leads? 

Mrs. Helies. I believe he did, yes. 

Mr. Simon. The last witness had a notification from the Detroit 
Bank. Is that where your husband banks ? 

Mrs. Helies. No, sir. We do now, yes. 

Mr. Simon. That is where he banks ? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. This was a notification from the bank that a $525 
check to Doris Thomas has been returned for insufficient funds. Do 
you know what that check was for ? 

Mrs. Helies. No, I do not. 

Mr. Simon. Did you Imow that lie issued a check for $525 to her 
that had been returned ? 
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Mrs. Helies. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Simon. You didn’t know that ? 

Mrs. Helies. No, not to my knowled^. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know a Ruth St^es ? 

Mrs. Helies. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Simon. Have you ever heard of her? 

Mrs. Heijes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Have you ever met her ? 

Mrs. Helies. She came to our home about 3 months ago. 

Mr. Simon. What did she come to your home for ? 

Mrs. Heijes. To demand money. 

Mr. Simon. What was the money for ? 

Mrs. Helies. That I don’t know. 

The Chairman. To demand money ? 

Mrs. Helies.^ Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What did she say the money was for ? 

Mrs. Helies. She said she had to have an attorney. 

Mr. Simon. She had to have the money for an attorney ? 

Mrs. Helies. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Why should your husband be giving her the money for 
an attorney ? 

Mrs. Helies. I don’t know. She came to ask him if he would give 
it to her. 

Mr. Simon. What did she want an attorney for? 

Mrs. Helies. That I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. Was that because she was in trouble on these FHA 
loans ? 

Mrs. Heues. That could be. I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Were you home when she came? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes, I was. She came early in the morning. 

Mr. Simon. What was the conversation that she had with your 
husband ? 

Mrs. Helies. I don’t remember offhand. 

Mr. Simon. How long ago was that? 

Mrs. Helies. I would say, I believe it was around December some 
time. I am not sure. 

Mr. Simon. December of last year?, 

Mrs. Heues. Yes, December or January. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t remember what was said? 

Mrs. Heues. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Simon. Was that a common occurrence for these women to 
come to your house and ask for money ? 

Mrs. Helies. No, it wasn’t. 

Mr. Simon. I would think you would remember what she said. 
Mrs. Heues. I don’t because I wasn't around long enough. 

Mr. Simon. You weren’t around long enough? 

Mrs. Helies. No, I wasn’t. I didn’t hear 

Mr. Simon. Wliere did you go? 

Mrs. Helies. I think I went in the house. She was in the office 
Mr. Simon. Is your husband’s office and home together ? 

Mrs. Heues. Yes, it is. 

Mr. Simon. Where is the office ? 

Mrs. Helies. Downstairs. 
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Mr. Simon. In the basement of the home ? 

Mrs. Helies. No; the main floor. 

Mr. Simon. Does he subcontract all the repair work he does ? 

Mrs. Heeies. Just about. He has. 

Mr. Simon. He subcontracts ? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. He has these women go out and give him the leads ? 

Mrs. Helies. No. He doesn’t have any women go out and get liim 
leads. 

Mr. Simon. I thought you said that. 

Mrs. Helies. No. I beg your pardon. She came to him with leads. 
Someone must have sent her. We used to have a lot of people wanting 
payment in for them which we do not know. 

Mr. Simon. Here are a couple of cases where he did. 

Mrs. Helies. I don’t know about that. 

Mr. Simon. Did you hear the testimony of Lawyer Brown ? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever hear of him before? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes. I think we had him listed as a job which I 
would know nothing about. 

Mr. Simon. You had him listed as a job ? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes; a subcontract job. 

Mr. Simon, Did you do any work on his house? 

Mrs. Helies. I don’t know, sir. The subcontracts, I don’t know 
what happens. 

Mr. Simon. All these jobs are subcontracted out? 

Mrs. Helies. Not all of them; no. 

Mr. Simon. Some of them are done by your own people? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. How many mechanics do you have working or you ? 
Mrs. Helies. Four or five. 

Mr. Simon. What are their names ? 

Mrs. Helies. Austin Hey don. 

Mr. Simon. Is he yoiu* brother ? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Who else ? 

Mrs. Helies. Leslie Heydon. 

Mr. Simon. Is he anotlier brother ? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Who else? 

Mrs. Helies. Milton Johnson. 

Mr. Simon. What does he do? 

Mrs. Helies. Electrical repair 'v^ork. 

Mr. Simon. Is he on a salary with your company ? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes ; he is. 

Mr. Simon. Who else? 

Mrs. Helies. As a subcontractor. 

Mr. Simon. As a subcontractor ? 

Mrs. Helies. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. I was trying to find out from you what employees you 
had who were not subcontractors. 

Mrs. Helies. He works right with us, but it is on a subcontract 
basis. It is not a salary basis. 

Mr. Simon. What employees do you have on a salary basis? 
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Mrs. Helies. Three caraenters. 

Mr. Simon. What are their names? 

Mrs. Helies. Austin and Leslie Heydon and Alva Hartley. 

Mr. Simon. He is on a salary? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Who owns this Heydon Building & Supply Co. ? 

Mrs. Helies. My husband and myself. 

Mr. Simon. You and your husband? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did you own it before he did ? 

Mrs. Helies. No, I did not. 

Mr. Simon. How does it happen to have your name, your maiden 
name, instead of his name ? 

Mrs. Helies. We just wanted a name for the company and he 
decided to use that name. 

Mr. Simon. He just decided to use that name? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes. 

The Chairman. Where is your husband this afternoon ? 

Mrs. Helies. He is on a building project in Canada. He has been 
over there for about 2 months, now. He comes maybe 2 or 3 nights a 
week. It all depends. 

The Chairman. He has been over there for a couple of months ? 

Mrs. Helies. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Is he going to be home tonight? 

Mrs. Helies. As far as I know. I donx know when he is coming, 
and when he isn’t. I never hear from him. 

Mr. Simon. You told us yesterday you would talk to him last night. 
Mrs. Helies. That is ri^t. He called me at 7 : 30. 

The Chairman. Did you tell him we wanted him as a witness here 
today ? 

Ml’S. Helies. May I finish, please? 

The Chairman. Yes, you may. 

Mrs. Helies. He called me 7 : 30 last night and he said he didn’t 
know whether he would be coming over or not. If I didn’t hear from 
him at 11 o’clock he would stay over, which he frequently does. The 

f entleman was out with the subpena about 8:30. I haven’t talked to 
im since. 

Mr. Simon. You haven’t talked to him since the man was there with 
the subpena? 

Mrs. Helees. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did you know how to get hold of him ? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes. I talked to him on a party line, 12-party line, 
at St. Joseph. When I called up there last night the line was out 
of order, which you may check. 

Mr. Simon. Do you keep any records or books at this Heydon Sup- 
ply Co. ? 

Mrs. Helies. We did. ^ 

Mr. Simon. Did you have anything to do with the books and rec- 
ords ? 

Mrs. Helies. I kept the books. 

Mr. Simon. You are the bookkeeper? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes. 

The Chairman. When you made out this check to Doris Thomas 
for $525 what did the books show that was for ? 
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Mrs. Helies. I don’t remember 'vdietih.er I made tiie check out or 
whether I didn’t. I didn’t make out all the checks. 

Mr. Simon. Even if he made the check out were you the one who 
made the entries in the book ? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What was the entry for that $525 ? 

Mrs. Helies. I wouldn’t remember. 

Mr. Simon. Were there a lot of checks to girls for big amounts? 
Mrs. Helies. No. 

Mr. Simon. Wouldn’t you remember a $525 check to a Doris 
Thomas ? 

Mrs. Helies. Not specifically. I wouldn’t, sir. 

Mr. Simon. How many checks were there to Doris Thomas? 
Mrs. Helies. That I couldn’t say. 

Mr. Simon. Were there more than one? 

Mrs. Helies. There may have been ; yes. 

Mr. Simon. More than two ? 

Mrs. Helies. I couldn’t really say. I don’t know how many there 
were. 

Mr. Simon. How many checks were there to Ruth Stokes? 

Mrs. Helies. There were no checks to Ruth Stokes. 

Mr. Simon. No checks to Ruth Stokes ? 

Mrs. Helies. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you or he ever have any dealings with Ruth 
Stokes ? 

Mrs. Helies. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. If you never had any dealings with her why should 
she come to him for money when she was in trouble ? 

Mrs. Helies. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know? 

Mrs. Helies. No; I do not. 

Mr. Simon. Wouldn’t that arouse your curiosity when a Negi’o lady 
comes to your husband for money because she is in trouble? 

Mrs. Helies. No. 

Mr. Simon. It wouldn’t make you a bit curious ? 

Mrs. Helies. To a certain extent ; yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ask him ? 

Mr. Heijes. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What did he tell you ? 

Mrs. Helies. Because he said he didn’t know the woman, why should 
he give her any money; whether he was putting me off or what, I 
don’t know. That is the answer. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know any reason why she should come to him? 
Mrs. Helies. Not unless she was sent there; no. 

Mr. Simon. Did you laiow she was the sister of Doris Thomas? 
Mr. Helies. I did not. 

Mr. Simon. You didn’t? 

Mrs. Helies. No ; I didn’t. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you. • 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. 

Still remain around this afternoon. 

Will the deputy marshal — will you please be sworn ? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 
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TESTIMONY OF GEORGE H. MARSH, DEPUTY UNITED STATES 

MARSHAL, DETROIT, MICH. 

Mr. Marsil. I do. 

The Chairman. Please give your name and address to the reporter, 
please. 

Mr. Marsel. George H. Marsil. 

The Chairman. What is your official capacity ? 

Mr. Marsel. Deputy United States marshal. 

The Chairman. Did you personally serve upon a Mrs. Ruth Stokes 
and a Mr. J ack Chisik subpenas to appear here today at 2 o’clock ? 

Mr. Marsil. I did. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. 

When did you serve them? 

Mr. Marsil. I would have to check my report, but I did make a per- 
sonal service on both parties. 

Mr. Simon. Several days ago? 

Mr. Marsil. I would say it was probably 10 days ago. 

The Chairman. You did personally serve both of them approxi- 
mately 10 days ago? 

Mr. Marsil. sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do you recall whether it was September 8, 1954 ? 

Mr. Marsil. That would be very close. 

Mr. Simon. At least that is the return on the Chisik subpena. 

Mr. Marsil. That would be the correct date. 

Mr. Simon. Did you serve them both the same day ? 

Mr. Marsil. To the best of my knowledge service was made on tlie 
same day, or there might have been 1 day’s difference on the two. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you, sir. 

The Chairman. Our next witness will be William Ray Shepherd. 
Mr. Shepherd, will you please be sworn ? 

Mr. Shepherd. No pictures. 

The Chairman. We have a rule in this committee that if the wit- 
ness refuses to have his picture taken, that we abide by his wishes. 

Will you be sworn? Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are 
about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God ? 

TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM RAY SHEPHERD, DETROIT, MICH. 

Mr. Shepherd. I do. 

The Chairman. Thank you, sir. 

Please be seated and give your full name and address to the reporter. 
Mr. Shepherd. William Ray Shepherd. Mj" address is 20414 
Salem. 

Mr. Simon. That is in Detroit? 

i\Ir. Shepherd. That is right. ' 

The Chairman. You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Simon. You were employed by the Industrial National Bank, 
Mr. Shepherd? 

Mr. Shepherd. Tliat is right. 

Mr. Simon. During what period of time ? 

Mr. Shepherd. February 18, 1952, to July 15, 1954. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know a man named Jack Chisik? 
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Mr. Shepherd. Yes. * 

Mr. Simon. How long have you known him ? 

Mr. Shepherd. Approximately 1 year. 

Mr. Simon. What were your dealings with Mr. Chisik? 

Mr. Shepherd. When I first met him, or had dealings with him, 
he was modernization manager with the 6rand Heating Co. 

Mr. Simon. With the Grand Heating Co. ? 

Mr. Shepherd. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. He was the modernization manager? 

Mr. Shepherd. That is what I understood. 

Mr. Simon. And what were your business dealings with him? 

Mr. Shepherd. I contacted him regarding a delinquent account. 

Mr. Simon. You contacted him 

Mr. Shepherd. Regarding a delinquent account. 

Mr. Simon. Did he later come and make a proposition to you ? 

Mr. Shepherd. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And what was his proposition? 

Mr. Shepherd. To have loans approved and I would receive re- 
muneration for them. 

Mr. Simon. Did he ask you to give him the names of rejected 
applicants ? 

Mr. Shepherd. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Why did he want you to give him the names of rejected 
applicants. 

Mr. Shepherd. So he could contact those people and try to get the 
loans approved at other banks. 

Mr. Simon. How much did he pay you for this? 

Mr. Shepherd. Nothing. 

Mr. Simon. How much? 

Mr. Shepherd. Nothing. 

Mr. Simon. He paid you for approving loans, didn’t he ? 

Mr. Shepherd. He asked me— ie paid me for those names, and I 
said “No.” 

Mr. Simon. He didn’t pay you for the names? 

Mr. Shepherd. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You helped him get approval of loans, I guess the 
phrase is, “of doubtful qualification,” is that correct? 

Mr. Shepherd. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. He paid you $50 apiece on those? 

Mr. Shepherd. I dia not state that. 

Mr. Simon. How much did he pay you ? 

Mr. Shepherd. Over a period of time he paid me $1,650. 

Mr. Simon. TThat was the rate?’ 

Mr. Shepherd. There was no specific rate. 

Mr. Simon. No specific rate? 

Mr. Shepherd. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Over how long a period of time did he give you this 
$1,650? 

Mr. Shepherd. I think it was around August through December of 
1953. 

Mr. Simon. Of 1953? 

Mr. Shepherd. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. In a period of about 4 months? 

Mr. Shepherd. That is right. 
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The Chairman. Approximately how many loans were involved? 
Mr. Shepherd. I estimated about 30. 

The Chairman. About 30 loans? 

Mr. Shepherd. That is right. 

The Chairman. That would be aprpoximately about $50 apiece? 
Mr. Shepherd. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Those were loans of doubtful qualification; is that 
right? 

Mr. Shepherd. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What banli was it that handled those ? 

Mr. Shepherd. Industrial National Bank. 

The Chairman. Are you still employed by the Industrial National 
Bank? 

Mr. Shepherd. No; I resigned. 

The Chairman. When did you resign ? 

Mr. Shepherd. Julv 17 — July 15, 1954. 

The Chairman. Of this year ? 

Mr. Shepherd. That is right. 

The Chairman. Were you in charge of the title I ? 

Mr. Shepherd. No, sir. 

Tlie Chairman. What was your position at the bank? 

Mr. Shepherd. At the time the loans were approved, I was one of 
the credit men. 

The Chairman. Did you have authority to approve loans ? 

Mr. Shepherd. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. And you did approve loans ? 

Mr. Shepherd. That is right. 

The Chairman. You approved loans of doubtful character for Mr. 
Chisik? 

Mr. Shepherd. That is correct. 

The Chairman. He paid you in the course, or during the period of 
time, about $1,650? 

Mr. Shepherd. That is right. 

The Chairman. For approximately 30 loans? 

Mr. Shepherd. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Shepherd, you were here this afternoon, were you? 
Were you here in the last hour and a quarter ? 

Mr. Shepherd. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you hear the testimony of these people who said 
that they got loans with the help of Ruth Stokes at the Industrial 
iNational Bank for purposes unrelated to home modernization ? 

Mr. Shepherd. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Do you recall any of those loans as being loans that you 
put through for Chisik ? ^ ^ 

Mr. Shepherd. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. By that you mean that there weren’t any of these loans 
involved or that you just don’t recall? 

^ Mr. Shepherd. To my knowledge, those names were not involved 
in any way. 

you know whether Chisik had any other people in 
the bank who were doing things for them ? ^ ^ 

Mr. Shepherd. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did Doris Helies work at the bank? 
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Mr. Shepherd. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The same branch you did ? 

Mr. Shepherd. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What were her duties ? 
i Mr. Shepherd. The same as mine. 

Mr. Simon. She had authority to approve loans ? 

Mr. Shepherd. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know whether she approved any loans for 
Chisik? 

Mr. Shepherd. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. I take it that whatever she did you just don’t know 
about ; is that right ? 

Mr. Shepherd. I didn’t interfere with her work. She had her work 
to do and I had my work to do. In other words, what her contacts 
were, I wouldn’t know. 

The Chairman. There was no reason why you should know what she 
was doing ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Shepherd. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know Helies, her husband ? 

Mr. Shepherd. I met him before they were married. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever have any dealings with him ? 

Mr. Shepherd. Other than once I served a subpena on him. 

Mr. Simon. But you didn’t take any paper from him ? 

Mr. Shepherd. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did he do some business with her before they were 
married? 

Mr. Shepherd. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you very much. 

The Chairman. Will you remain around for the rest of the day, 
please ? 

Mr. Philip Eosenbaum, please. Will you be sworn, please? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? 


TESTIMONY OF PHILIP ROSENBAUM, DETROIT, . MICH. 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Thank you, sir. 

Please be seated and give the reporter your name and address for 
the record. 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Philip Rosenbaum. 

Mr. Simon. Your address? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. 20501 Mark Twain. 

Mr. Simon. Is that in Detroit ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What is your business, Mr. Rosenbaum? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Contractor. 

Mr. Simon. What is the name of ^^ur company? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. It used to be ex-Prime Construction. 

Mr. Simon. It used to be ex ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Ex-Prime Construction. 

The Chairman. The letter ‘‘x’’? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. No. What I mean to say 
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Mr. Simon. You were formerly — ^you formerly operated under the 
name Prime Construction Co. ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What name do you operate under now ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. None. 

Mr. Simon. Are you in business now ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. No. 

Mr. Simon. You are out of business? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. During what period of time did you operate under the 
name Prime Construction Cfo.? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. It goes back many years. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat period? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Approximately 8 years. 

Mr. Simon. Eight years? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Between 7 or 8 years. 

Mr. Simon. Wlien did you go out of business ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. In 1951. 

Mr. Simon. 1951. Have you been in business since 1951? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. No. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat have you been doing for the last 3 years? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. I was — ^my license was revoked, I think in 1952 
I don’t quite remember. 

Mr. Simon. What have you been doing the last 2 years ? 

Mr. Rosenb.(\um. I have worked off and on as a salesman. 

Mr. Simon. As a salesman for whom? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. For various concerns. 

The Chairman. Home repair? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Home repair. 

The Chairman. Doing business under title I? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Under title I. 

The Chairman. Yet your license was revoked in 1951 ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. That is right. 

The Chairman. You have been selling for other home repair com- 
panies who do business with FHA ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. When you were Prime Construction Co. — is that right? 
Mr. Rosenbaum. Right. 

Mr. Simon. How many salesmen did you have working for you ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Offhand, I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. Were there 1 or 2 or 50 or 60 ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. I can only make an approximate estimate. 

Mr. Simon. What is your best. recollection? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. About 12. 

Mr. Simon. About 12? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. About. 

Mr. Simon. Was the turnover pretty high? ' 

Mr. Rosenbaum. At one period of time. 

Mr. Simon. Wlien was the turnover pretty high, what period? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. I am just mixed up. Either in 1951 or 1952. I 
can’t quite 

Mr. Simon. Prior to that time, did they all stay a long time? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. It ranged. 

Mr. Simon. It ranged ? 

S0690--«4— pt 4 7 
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Mr. Kosenbaum. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What do you mean by that? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Prior to the time of 1951, or 1952, I have been 
doing a regular amount of business, year after year. 

Mr. Simon. Between — ^then it was only in 1950 or 1951 that yon 
took on these suede-shoe salesmen ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. I wouldn’t say that. 

Mr. Simon. What is the distinction between the type of business 
you did prior to 1950 and the type of business you did after 1950? 
Mr. Rosenbaum. Mostly I operated with very few sales force. 
Mr. Simon. And you expanded about 1950, is that right? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Whei*e did you get these salesmen ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. I got them as I went along. 

Mr. Simon. Where did you get them ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. I didn’t look for them. 

Mr. Simon. They looked for you ? 

Mr. Ros^,n®aum. Precisely. 

Mr. Simon. What did they tell you when they came in ? 

Mr. Rosenbau]u. That they wanted to work. 

Mr. Simon. That they wanted to work ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did they operate on sort of an independent basis, they 
would go out and get the contracts and give them to you if they felt 
like it, or give them to someone else if they wanted to? 

Mr, Rosenbaum. I would say they were with me, they exclusively 
dealt with me. 

Mr. Simon. They worked for you exclusively? Did these people 
have their own trade built up before they came to you ? 

Mr. Rosenbau3I. What do you mean by that ? 

Mr. Simon. Well, you say they sought you out. What reason did 
they give you for hiring them ? 

Mr. RpsENBAUM. What reason they gave me ? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. You say they sought you. 

Mr. Rosenbaum. That I hired them ? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. Rosenbaum. I gave them a trial. 

Mr. Simon. You ^ve them a try ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Right. 

Mr. Simon. What basis did you pay them ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Ten percent was retained. 

Mr. Simon. Say that again. 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Ten percent was retained. 

Mr. Simon. Ten percent was retained? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What do you mean by that ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. On certain materials. 

Mr. Simon. Is what you mean, Mr. Rosenbaum, that the job would 
cost you so much, and you would take 10 percent off the top for 
yourself, and everything else was the salemams? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. In other words, if the job cost $300, and he sold it for 
$900, you would get $90, the subcontractor who did the work would 
get $300, and the salesman would get $550 ? 
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Mr. Rosenbaum. That is correct. 
Mr. Simon. Was there any limit- 


Mr. Rosenbaum. If it was that kind of a deal. 

Mr. Simon. How is that ? 

The Chairman. You just used an example. He could have used 
larger or smaller figures. That was the basis on which it was worked ? 
Mr. Rosenbaum. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Were there cases in which the salesman got as much 
as 00 jiercent of what the homeowner paid ? 

I Mr. Rosenbaum. I couldn’t recall. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know one way or the other? 

(Witness shakes head negatively.) 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever concern yourself with how much they 
charged the homeowner? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. I might have advocated fair-trade policy of not 
to exceed a certain amount. 

Mr. Simon. Not to exceed what? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Certain amounts. 

Mr. Simon. What was certain amounts ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. I cannot remember the details. 

Mr. Simon. Did your salesmen use the model-home pitch? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Are you certain of that? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Only one of them. 

Mr. Simon. Which one was that? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Mr. Burke. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Burke ? 

• Mr. Rosenbaum. Right. 

Mr. Simon. How long did he work for you? 

Mr, Rosenbaum. Several months. 

Mr. Simon. How many sales did he make ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Several. 

Mr. Simon. How many ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. I can’t tell you offhand. The records can show 
that. 

Tlie Chairman. Fifty, a hundred? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Less. 

Mr. Simon. We had two witnesses this morning, Mr. Rosenbaum 
who— were you here when they testified? ^ 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Who was the salesman that sold them? 

Mr. RosENBAu:\r. Mr. Burke and Mr. Newman. 

Mr. Simon. What about Mr. Newman? Did he use the model- 
nome pitch ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Simon. xVre you certain that he didn't? 

Mr. RjOSEnbaum. Not to my knowledge. 

Ihe ( Ji airman. Wliat bank financed your paper ^ 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Industrial National Bank. 

did 

Mr. Rosenbaum. I was with them for several years, 
file Chairman. For several years? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Yes. 
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The Chairman. Did you have to pay anybody in the bank to take 
your paper? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Did you ever pay a dime to anybody at the bank? 
Mr. Rosektbaum. No. 

Mr. Simon. Did they ever reject any of your paper ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. How many times ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Quite often. 

Mr. Simon. How often? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. I would say 3 out of 10 — 3 or 4 out of 10. 

Mr. SmoN. That is 3 or 4 out of 10 ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Perhaps. 

Mr. Simon. What did you do with those ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Nothing. 

The Chairman. Did they ever call to your attention that they 
dis^proved of your sales methods? 

Mx. Rosenbaum. I would like to make a point clear, coming back 
to the model pitch, if I may. 

The Chairman. You may. 

Mr. Rosenbaum. I discovered a deal that was an assumption of a 
model pitch. It was the only deal that I knew of at the time. 

The Chairman. An assumption of the model pitch ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Yes. 

The Chairman. What do you mean by that? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Mr. Carrico, ' from the better business bureau 
called me up, and explained to me about Mr. and Mrs. Pichan that 
thg7 have turned in a complaint, and he wanted to have it taken care of. 

The Chairman. You had an office. You weren’t a contractor in the 
true sense of the word, were you? You were really a sales manager? 
Mr. Rosenbaum. I was a contractor. 

The Chairman. You had a lot of people working for you and you 

did the work? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. What you might call subcontract 

The Chairman. Didn’t you subcontract all your work ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. You were just a solicitor of business ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Yes. 

The Chairman. When you got the business you would go out and 
subcontract it to the one who would do it for the least amount? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Yes. 

The Chairman. You went on like that for many years ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. That is right. 

The Chairman. Did you furnish the Industrial National Bank 
with a statement? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Yes. 

The Chairman. You don’t have your statement with you? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. No. 

The Chairman. Did they ever call to your attention that they dis- 
approved of your methods? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. My methods — there was nothing wrong with my 
methods except that one complaint I had of that model pit3i. 
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The Chairman. You weren’t even a contractor in a true sense. You 
weren’t a lumberyard, you weren’t a dealer, you weren’t a contractor. 
You were just 

Mr. Rosenbaum. I was 

The Chairman. You were just a solicitor of business. My point 
is: Did the bank object to that sort of thing? Did they ever call to 
your attention the fact they had complaints against you from the 
better business bureau or other sources ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. May I describe my nature of contracting? 

The Chairman. Yes, you may. 

Mr. Rosenbaum. I was a residential maintenance contractor licensed 
by the Michigan Securities Commission. 

The Chairman. Did they ever cancel your contract ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. My contract? 

The Chairman. Yes; your license. Did they ever cancel your 
license ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. They did, on account of the Pichan and Mays 
complaint. 

The Chairman. The two complaints we had in here this morning ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Right. That was the model pitch that I am re- 
ferring to, and I would like to make it clear how tne procedure of the 
deal itself worked. 

Mr. Simon. The thing I don’t understand is why the bank turned 
down 3 or 4 out of every 10 loans you gave them if these 2 then were 
the only bad ones. 

Mr. Rosenbaum. What do you mean by that? 

Mr. Simon. Well, you didn’t — didn’t you testify a minute ago that 
the bank turned down 3 or 4 out of every 10? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Approximately, I said. 

Mr. Simon. That means they turned down 30 to 40 percent of all 
the loans you turned in to them ; is that right ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Well, I would say periodically, it would range that 
way. 

Mr. Simon. It would range between 30 and 40 percent? 

Mr. Rosenbautm. Periodically. 

Mr. Simon. Doesn’t that mean that you were signing up contracts 
with a lot of, at least, poor business risks, if the bank was turning down 
a third of them ? 

The Chairman. Why were they turning them down ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Because their credit was no good. 

Mr. Simon. Did the bank ever complain to you that you were taking 
too many people whose credit wasn’t any good ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. I have no way of finding out whether people are 
good or bad unless the bank checks them. 

Mr. Simon. They continued to do business with you even though 
they had to turn down a third of your customers ? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. Well ' 

The Chairman. What would you do with those that were turned 
down? Would you take them to some other bank and get them 
through? 

Mr. Rosenbaum. No. 

The Chairman. You just lost the business? 
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Mr. Eosenbaum. Eight. 

Mr. Simon. Did you go to the bank before the work was done? 
Did you check their credit? 

Mr. Eosenbaum. Go to the bank ? 

Mr. Simon. Yes, to check their credit before you did the work? 

Mr. Eosenbaum. Eight. 

Mr. Simon. Supposing your salesman signed up a contract tonight 
How soon would they start work on the job? 

Mr. Eosenbaum. I would know, not exactly. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t you usually start work the next morning? 

Mr. Eosenbaum. Some of them. 

Mr. Simon. If the contract was signed tonight, and the work was 
started the first thing the next morning, how could you check with 
the bank on the credit? 

Mr. Eosenbaum. If the credit would have been bad, I would have 
been stuck. If such procedure did take place 

The Chairman. You must have been stuck a lot of times if the 
bank turned down 3 out of 10 contracts. 

Mr. Eosenbaum. I would say, “Yes.” 

Mr. Simon. You did get stuck a lot ? 

Mr. Eosenbaum. Not too much. I used judgment. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Eosenbaum, a minute ago you said you never knew 
what a man’s credit was until the man told you. Now you said you 
used judgment. 

Mr. Eosenbaum. I didn’t know definitely whether it was good or 
bad, but I could use my judgment. 

Mr. Simon. What judgment did you use when a salesman brought 
you in a contract the first thing in the morning that he got signed 
the night before ? 

Mr. Eosenbaum. If I liked the statement, the income, and certain 
things that could convince me, I wouldn’t object to start the job. 

Mr. Simon. Did you examine each credit report like that? 

Mr. Eosenbaum. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. How come the bank disagreed with you on 3 or 4 out 
of every 10 cases? 

Mr. Eosenbaum. Well, if they disagreed, I had no deal. 

Mr. Simon. But if you examined the credit material on every case 
and you were a prudent businessman, how come the bank disagreed 
with you on so many cases ? 

Mr. Eosenbaum. I don’t know. 

The Chairman. Did you, in discounting or selling this paper to the 
bank, endorse it and guarantee payment ? 

Mr. Eosenbaum. Endorse and .guarantee ? 

The Chairman. Yes. Was it sold to them with or without re- 
course ? 

Mr. Eosenbaum. Without recourse. 

The Chairman. Without recourse. In other words, if the paper 
was not good, you had no further liability? 

Mr. Eosenbaum. No further liability. 

Mr. Simon. As a matter of fact, you knew the Federal Government 
guaranteed all the paper; didn’t you? 

Mr. Eosenbaum. Yes. Now I would like to explain. 
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The Chairman. Except the banks paid a fee that went into a fund 
that was used to take care of losses up to the amount of the fee or 
up to the amount of the fund ? 

Mr. Eosenbaum. I don’t understand that. 

The Chairman. It isn’t necessary that you do. That is the bank’s 
problem. Anything else, Mr. Simon ? 

Mr. Simon. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. We would like to have you 
remain for the rest of the afternoon, if you will, please. 

Our next witness will be Mr. Barbeau, with the Industrial National 
Bank. Will you come forward, please? Will you be sworn? 

Bo you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, tlie whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help vou 
God? ^ 

TESTIMONY OF ALBERT R. BARBEAU, INDUSTRIAL NATIONAL 

BANK, DETROIT, MICH. 

Mr. Barbeau. I do. 

The Chairman. Please be seated and give your full name to the 
reporter for the record. 

Mr. Barbeau. Albert R. Barbeau, 1483 Harding Avenue, Detroit 
Mich. ’ 

Mr. Simon. Can you speak a little louder, please, Mr. Barbeau? 

Mr. Barbeau. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat is your occupation? 

T ^ present manager of the title I operation of the 

. Industrial National Bank, 

banM charge of all the title I operations for the 

Mr. Barbeau. Yes, sir. 

The Chapman. Did Mr. Shepherd, the gentleman who testified here 
a lew minutes ago, work under you? 

Mr. Barbeau. Yes. 

emptoyed thereT charge of the department when he was 

Mr. Barbeau. Yes. 

Previous witness testify? 

year^®? your bank handle his business for many 

Mr. Barbeau. Yes. 

company wXyou? 

^-^kbeau. I don’t have it right now ; no. 

I he Chairman. What files did you bring with you ? 

Mr. Barbeau. I brought Cozy Home Improvement. , 

Chairman. May we see it, please? 

Mr. Barbeau. Surely. 

Chairman. Suppose you be seated over there and we will ask 
you some questions. 
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Take the Cozy Homes. I presume we can use that as an example. 
In other words, the Cozy Homes at one time began doing business 
with your bank for the first time, is that right ? 

I presume they came in and ask that you finance, under FHi. 
guaranty, finance their home modernization loans. Did you ask them 
for a financial statement at that time? 

Mr. Barbeau. Well, we usually procure those through the Bureau 
of Credits. 

The Chairman. Will you give me a copy of your files there of the 
financial statement that was given to you on Cozy Homes at that 
time? 

Mr. Barbeau. If you will bear with me a minute. 

The Chairman. We will. 

This is the statement of Cozy Homes Improvement Co., Bureau of 
Credits, Inc., October 18, 1951. 

About how many loans did you handle for this company over the 
period of years they were doing business with you ? 

Mr. Barbeau. During 1951, we purchased 124 deals for an aggre- 
gate total of $104,915.43. 

The Chairman. That was during 1954 ? 

Mr. Barbeau. 1951. 

The Chairman. How much in 1952? 

Mr. Barbeau. 1952, 25 deals for $25,290.84. 

The Chairman. 1953? 

Mr. Barbeau. None in 1953. 

The Chairman. And none, of course, in 1954? 

Mr. Barbeau. That is right. 

The Chairman. This statement that you handed me which is dated 
October 18, 1951, that is when you did your first business with them? 

Mr. Barbeau. That is correct. 

The Chairman. I notice that it has cash on hand, $600 ; accounts 
receivable, $ 82600 ; merchandise inventory, $973; equipment, $250; 
other assets, $700 ; a total of $6,123. Then on accounts payable side is 
liabilities, $1,240 ; net worth, $4,883. 

Is this the basis which you handled — what was it, a couple of hun- 
dred thousand dollars’ worth of their paper ? 

Mr. Barbeau. Yes. They were licensed by the Michigan Corpora- 
tion Securities Commission and we based our 

The Chairman. On the fact they had license ? 

Mr. Barbeau. Yes, and the fact we got the Bureau of Credits report. 

The Chairman. And they listed equipment of only $250. How 
could they have been much of a home-repair and modernization con- 
cern with only $260 worth of equipment? 

Mr. Barbeau. Of course, most of these concerns subcontract their 
jobs. 

The Chairman. Do you think it was ever intended by the Congress 
that you were to finance paper for just a little sales organization? 

Mr. Barbeau. Well, I tonow it had been done throughout the 
country. 

The Chairman. I know it has been done. That is one of the rea- 
sons for this investigation. 

Would you have extended this amount of credit to tliis concern had 
the Federal Government not have been guaranteeing it ? 
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Mr. Barbeau. Well, I think we don’t use any more precautionary 

matters on our own than we would on FHA. 

The Chairman. You are not saying to me in this instance you 
used as much precaution when you were representing the Federal 
Government as you would have been if you were loaning without any 

ffuaranty, do you ? . „ txt 

Mr. Barbeau. We scrutinize all our credits, all types of loans. W e 
are not only limited to FHA but personal loans and some loans on our 

own plan. , 

The Chairman. These contracts and notes that this Cozy Homes 
turned over to your bank, how did you check the credits on those? 
Mr. Barbeau. Through a local — the credits on the individual 


c&ses ? 

The Chairman. Yes. How did you handle it? Did you get a 
credit report on them ? 

Mr. Barbeau. Well, where the amounts were relatively large, we 
did, and in most instances, we checked with the local bureau and 
Michigan Merchants Credit Bureau. They have quite a complete 
file, and they are cleared here in the city of Detroit and some of the 
outlying towns. 

The Chairman. How many accounts would you say that your bank 
had of this nature where they were strictly a hundred percent sales 
organization, with 1 or 2 people in the office, and they would go 
out and sell, high-pressure, the homeowner into buying something that 
they possibly did not need and then subcontract with somebody else 
and bring it m to you and get it financed. 

Mr. Barbeau. I Wouldn’t know offhand, sir. 

. The Chairman. Is this a normal example, a good example, or is 
this an unusual case? 

Mr. Barbeau. Well, I might term it normal, and unusual. 

The Chairman. Both normal and unusual? 

Mr. Barbeau. Yes. 

The Chairman. Do you mean by that that these home loan com- 
panies that you did business with were of the general nature of 
this? 

Mr. Barbeau. Well, we have had — we have always assumed and 
thought that our past experience, that of course statements similar 
to the one you are just looking at there, and checking over, why we 
have had some dealers that we have never had a bit of trouble with 
that probably had no more worth than they had, that conducted 
their business the way it should have been conducted. We never had 
any trouble with them. 

The Chairman. I presume that is true, but here is a case where 
you did have trouble with these people later. 

Mr. Barbeau. That is right. 

The Chairman. Did you personally as head of this department 
check into the accounts that were handled where they paid this gen- 
tleman, Mr. Shepherd, what was it, $1,650? 

Mr. Barbeau. Well, I was manager of the department at that time, 
and, of course, I didn’t know the situation. 

The Chairman. Do we have any more witnesses that financed their 
accounts through the Industrial Bank? You brought us one other 
file, didn’t you? Do you have the file on the Heydon Building & 
Supply Co. ? 
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Mr. Barbeau. No. We never did any business with them. 

The Chairman. Prime Construction Co. — do you have a file on 
that ? 

Mr. Barbeau. We have one file you inquired about and that is that 
Mays file. I have it here. 

The Chairman. That was the indmdual ? 

Mr. Barbeau. Yes. 

The Chairman. You handled paper for the Prime Construction 
Co., did you not? 

Mr. Barbeau. That is right. 

The Chairman. Do you have their financial statements they ren- 
dered at the time? 

Mr. Barbeau. No ; I don’t happen to have it. Here is the Mays. 

The Chairman. This is that Mays file. 

Show me the financial report that you had. Let the attorney see 
it. What I want you to da is show me the financial report you secured 
on Mays before you made the loan. I couldn’t see it. I didn’t find it 
in there. There is this financial report on Mays. 

Mr. Barbeau. I would have to look at it, sir, at the file. 

The Chairman. Did you finance the Oak Building Supply Co. ? 

Mr. Barbeau. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Do you have the financial statement they gave you 
when they started doing business with you ? 

Mr. Barbeau. Not right now, I haven’t got it. 

The Chairman. Would you bring that to us tomorrow morning and 
also the Prime Construction Co.? 

Mr. Barbeau. I will make a note of that, sir. 

The Chairman. Did you do business with the Glendale Supply Co.? 

Mr. Barbeau. Not to my knowledge. 

The Chairman. Will you bring in their statement? 

Mr. Barbeau. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Did you ever do business with Jack Chisik? 

Mr. Barbeau. Only under Advance Construction Co. 

The Chairman. Will you bring in that financial statement also, of 
Jack Chisik, under the name of Advance Construction Co. ? 

Mr. Barbeau. Advance Construction, and what is that other one, 
Oak Park Building? 

The Chairman. Yes, sir. Prime Construction, Glendale Construc- 
tion, and Advance Construction. That is Jack Chisik’s company. 

Mr. Barbeau. I have got Glendale, Prime, Oak Park, and Advance 
Construction. Those are the four. 

The Chairman. Oak Park, Prime Construction — you say you have 
never done any business with Haydon? 

Mr. Barbeau. No. I have four 

The Chairman. I hand you this file and ask you to show me the 
financial statement that you secured or any credit information what- 
soever that your bank secured on Mr. Mays. 

Mr. Barbeau. Well, we check the Merchants Credit Bureau. 

The Chairman. How, by telephone ? 

Mr. Barbeau. By telephone and they reported that on March 19, 
1952. They had nothing on file on this party. 

The Chairman. You mean they had no record of whether he was 
good or bad ? 

Mr. Barbeau. That is correct. 
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The Chairman. What else did you do ? 

Mr. Barbeau. We checked the property. We verified the fact that 
Jim S. Mays, and it says here we checked Line Realty, and the figures 
verified, pay, $76 a month and a new account, apparently they had just 
purchased — it had been purchased in 1952, about 3 months prior to the 
time. 

The Chairman. You did all that by telephone ? 

Mr. Barbeau.' Yes. Then we called one reference that they had 
given us, the furniture company, and they had opened an account with 
these people in May of 1951, $74.15, and they paid it up satisfactorily. 
The Chairman. Did you do all that before you disbursed the funds ? 
Mr. Barbeau. That is right. 

The Chairman. That was your practice ? 

Mr. Barbeau. Yes. 

The Chairman. You understand we are not singling your bank out 
because we find the general pattern throughout the United States of 
lending institutions being, I don’t mind telling you and I dislike to 
tell you, and that is being very, very careless in the handling of these 
FHA home-modernization loans. 

I think it is very, very unfortunate. I just want to say to you and 
to all the other banks in Detroit as we have said everywhere. The 
time has arrived when you ought to clean this thing up yourself — 
you and the dealers, and it ought not ever have been permitted and 
it should not be permitted today, because it is just — I think it is a 
terrible thing. I think private enterprise ought to begin to clean up 
its own house in this instance. I can well understand how the suede- 
shoe fellows and dynamiters and cheats can go out and fool a lot of 
people in the homes. It is pretty hard for me to understand how they 
can fool good banks, reputable banks, too. 

We have been at this now 4 or 5 months and frankly we are getting 
a little tired of it. It ought not to happen. I hope you will clean it 
up. We just can’t blame the dealers and can’t blame everybody else 
and not blame the banks in some respects because you really w'ere act- 
ing as trustees for the United States Government, and the American 
taxpayers. 

I don’t think there is any question but what the records show 
throughout the United States that you 'were not as careful as you 
should have been. 

Is there any further question ? 

Mr. Simon. Yes, sir. 

Did I understand you to say that you relied on the State licensing 
board, the fact that they had issued a license to these companies ? 

Mr. Barbeau. Not altogether ; no. 

Mr. Simon. Did you put any reliance in that at all ? 

Mr. Barbeau. To this extent, that we wouldn’t buy any paper mi- 
te the dealer was licensed, but that in itself, having a license, why 
the man may not probably, in a good many instances wouldn’t qualify 
in our estimation because he probably would be lacking in other things 
that we might look for in a dealer. ^ 

Mr. Simon. Did you hear Mr. Rosenbaum say that your bank had 
turned down 3 or 4 out of every 10 contracts he turned in? 

Mr. Barbeau. I heard him make that statement. 

Mr. Simon. Rosenbaum. Is that true? 
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Mr. Barbeau. Not having the record before me— I will bring the 
record tomorrow. 

Mr. Simon. Does it seem likely to you that you would turn that 
high a percentage of his loans ? 

Mr. Barbeau. I wouldn’t make a statement right now without re- 
viewing the records. 

Mr. Simon. Would you continue to do business with anybody who 
brought you that much bad paper ? 

Mr. Barbeau. Well, we would watch it. 

The Chairman. I hand you this file of six cards and that says 
^^claims filed.” Does that mean you filed a claim with the Government 
to be reimbursed for deals you made with Cozy Homes? 

Mr. Barbeau. That is right, sir. 

The Chairman. Read the amounts you filed with the Government 
on each. 

Mr. Barbeau. $510.88: 

The Chairman. What is the date ? 

Mr. Barbeau. That was August 1954. 

The Chairman. Then read them all, will you, please ? 

Mr. Barbeau. $110.76, July 1954; $704.25, Mav 1954; $97.05, April 
1954 ; $760.06, March 1954 ; $267, March 1954. 

The Chairman. All this year ? 

Mr. Barbeau. That is right. 

The Chairman. You filed claims for them. I want to say this in all 
fairness to the lenders : that the lender pays a fee on each of these loans 
that he makes, which goes to the FHA, and that accumulates a reserve 
out of which they pay these losses. Of course, the taxpayers will not 
lose any money unless the losses become m’eater than the total amount 
of the lees that are paid in by all the lenders on the loans. I think, in 
all fairness, we want to say that. I want to say this : that up until this 
time the Federal Government has not lost any money beyond those 
fees, but that is not the point that concerns this committee. The point 
that concerns this committee is the millions and millions of dollars 
that the homeowners have been, frankly, fleeced out of. That is the 
thing that worries us. We have had tliat all over the United States. 

I want to say we are not picking on your company. Other banks 
have been involved, as you well know, and their names are brought out 
here today. We are not doing that at all. Our job is to investigate 
this matter and let the chips fall where they may, and throw some light 
on the matter so we may put a stop to it. 

No. 2 : The banks will be more careful in the future. We will keep 
dealers out of it that have sharp practices, and the homeowners them- 
selves can be on guard against these people that would come out and 
take advantage of them because they are able to get their paper guar- 
anteed by the Federal Government. That is what we are trying to do. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Barbeau, are you still taking paper of the Oak Park 
Construction Co.? 

Mr. Barbeau. No; we discontinued. 

Mr. Simon. When did you stop ? 

Mr. Barbeau. I will bring those records over tomorrow, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Isn’t it a fact you continued to take paper from the Oak 
Park Construction Co. after Fargo and Swaab had both been put on 
the precautionary list? 

Mr. Barbeau. There were some involvements. 
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Mr. SniON. Isn’t that a fact? 

Mr. Barbeau. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. You did continue to take paper ? 

Mr. Barbeau. Yes ; for a short time, and because there were other 
loans that were involved, and we wanted to have them worked out so 
the borrower wouldn’t be hurt, you see. 

Mr. Simon. When you took that paper di(l you know Fargo and 
Swaab were both on the FHA precautionary list? 

Mr. Barbeau. I didn’t know about Swaab, but I knew about Joe 
Fargo. I knew he had served time for irregularities in FHA. 

Mr. Simon. Would you call that merely irregularities in FHA ; what 
he did ? 

Mr. Barbeau. Well, it is probably worse than that. 

Mr. Simon. It was criminal fraud, wasn’t it? 

Mr. Barbeau. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Yet you took that paper. 

Mr. Barbeau. I didn’t know that he was connected with them. He 
probably was a salesman. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t you know he was connected with them ? 

Mr. Barbeau. I knew he was working for them but he wasn’t part 
of the owner of it. 

Mr. Simon. When did you find out he was connected with them ? 

Mr. Barbeau. My files would probably reveal that, if there was 
anything in the files. 

Mr. Simon. But you continued to take their paper for a long time 
after you knew it, didn’t you ? 

Mr. Barbeau. I can give you the facts tomorrow, the dates, and so 
forth. 

Mr. Simon. But it is a fact that you continued to take their paper ? 

Mr. Barbeau. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. What about the Pioneer Construction Co.? Did you 
take their paper ? 

Mr. Barbeau. I will have to check that. 

Mr. Simon. Have you ever heard of them ? 

Mr. Barbeau. I have heard about them. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know Irving Swaab ? 

Mr. Barbeau. Well, he is deceased now. Is that the one you have 
in mind? 

Mr. Simon. Yes: Pioneer Construction Co. 

Mr. Barbeau. I don’t recall any of their deals, but I will check. 

Mr. Simon. Do you take the paper in your bank of people with 
long police records ? 

Mr. Barbeau. Not knowingly. 

Mr. Simon. Do you ever check the police records before you do 
business with these people ? 

The Chairman. We are talking about FHA;title I now. We don’t 
care what you do with the money that is not guaranteed. 

Mr. Simon. Do you check the records, the police records ? 

Mr. Barbeau. No. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t bother to check the police records? 

Mr. Barbeau. No; we haven’t. 

Mr. Simon. Did you know that Irving Swaab had a long police 
record ? 

Mr. Barbeau. I didn’t know that. 
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Mr. Simon. What about a man named Morton Shuster ? Have you 
done business with him? 

Mr. B^vrbeau. Never heard of the man; never met him. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know whether you did business with Pioneer 
Construction Co.? 

Mr. Barbeau. No; I will have to check that, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You had a girl working for you named Doris Haydon? 

Mr. Barbeau. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat were her duties? 

Mr. Barbeau. Well, her duties were passing on loans. She ivas 
originally hired to take care of investigation, and she was manager 
of the investigation. 

Mr. SiAioN. Manager of investigations? 

Mr. Barbeau. That is, all types of loans, and she gained consider- 
able experience in that way. We had need of someone t6 pass on 
credit so we gave her an opportunity and gave her so much authority 
to pass on .those. She was primarily — ^she passed on FHA loans alto- 
gewier because we had that separate from our other loan category. 

Mr. Simon. She married a man named Plelies. 

Mr. Barbeau. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Do you loiow him? 

Mr. Barbeau. Just casually. I don’t know him too well. 

Mr. Simon. Have you ever done business with him ? 

Mr. Barbeau. No. 

Mr. Simon. Did you know anything about his background ? 

Mr. Barbeau. Well, not until we heard later that some information 
came to our attention. I don’t know all the particulars about it. 

Mr. Simon. Did you know that he was in this home-modernization 
business ? 

Mr. Barbeau. Well, the first time I met him he was with Donnegan 
Sales Co., I think, but they didn’t generate too much paper. We 
just had them for a short time. I think I could count all the dealers 
we had on one hand. 

Mr. Simon. Are there any people in your bank other than Shepherd 
who have taken money for putting through these loans ? 

Mr. Barbeau. That is the only person I know of. 

Mr. Simon. He is the only one you know of? 

Mr. Barbeau. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Are you sure of that? 

Mr. Barbeau. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. I am sorry- 

Mr. Barbeau. Nothing else has come to my attention. 

Mr. Simon. What precautions 'does your bank take on seeing to it 
that that doesn’t happen ? 

Mr. Barbeau. Well, you have got to place some reliance on your 
employees. When something that way happens, we j ust simply talk to 
all of them, you know^nd instruct them. Of course, we won’t tolerate 
that sort oi thing. When we hire our employees we usually check 
them up pretty well, you know, from past experience, and so forth, 
that way. 

Mr. Simon. Of all the companies^ that have been involved here 
today, I think with only one exception, they all bank, or they all 
discounted their paper at your bank. Is that purely a coincidence or 
do you think you were a little more lenient? 
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Mr. Barbeau. I think that is just a comcidence. 

Mr. Simon. Purely coincidence? ' , . > 

Mr. Barbeau. Yes. ■ ' ' 

Mr. Simon. You don’t think ' ' 

The Chairman. I don’t want you to think we ar^ singling your 
bank out. I do want to say I think you have been a litfle careless 
in handling this, paper. I think others are involved equally; maybe 
not equally, but others are involved. We have found that true 
throughout the United .States. ' . . 

. Mr. Barbeau. May I have the file back? 

The Chairman. Yes. . 

Mr. Dinkins. Mr. Barbeau, do you have any idea how much money 
your bank has loaned in the Detroit area under this FHA title 
Mr. Barbeau. Yes, sir, I have the figures right here. 

The Chairman. T^at is the total ? 

Mr. Barbeau. Since the inception of FHA — do you want the 
volume ? . ^ 

The Chairman. Yes ; total you have loaned since the inception of 
FHA. 

Mr. Barbeau. 208,116 deals. 

The Chairman. 208,000 deals. 

Mr. Barbeau. 208,000 

The Chairman. Individual loans. . , . . 

. Mr. Barbeau. Yes, $102,091,658.03. ; 

The Chairman. Thank you, sir. 

Are Mrs. Kuth Stokes or Jack Chisik here yet? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. I understand Jack Chisik will be here in a half- 
hour, Mr. Counsel tells me. Is Mrs. Ruth Stokes here ? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Is Mrs. Mary Galler here? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Is Marie Halbeisan of Gibraltar Village here? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Is Daniel Pintamo of Pontiac, Mich., here? 

Mr. Pintamo. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. You may be sworn, please. 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

TESTIMONY OF DANIEL PINTAMO, PONTIAC, MICH. 

Mr. Pintamo. I do. 

The Chairman. Thank you, sir. 

Please be seated and give the reporter your name for the record. 

Mr. Pintamo. Daniel Pintamo, 1560 Joslyn Road, Pontiac, Mich. 
Mr. Simon. I still didn’t hear you. ' 

Mr. Pintamo. Daniel Pintamo, 1560 Joslyn. 

Mr. Simon. Do you own your own home there ? 

Mr. Pintamo. I am buying it. 

Mr. Simon. You are buying it on a contract; is that right? 

Mr. Pintamo. A contract for the materials. 

Mr. Simon. Did you buy a home modernization job recently? 

Mr. Pintamo. I bought 


2818 


FHA INVESTIGATION 


Mr. Simon. I can’t hear you if you don’t talk into the mici*ophone. 
Mr. PiNTAMO. I bought material in 1952. 

Mr. Simon. In 1952? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Whom did you buy it from ? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. Firestone Construction Co.. 

Mr Simon. The salesman came out to sell it to you ? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What did he tell you when he came out ? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. The first time he came out, I didn’t sign anything, or 
didn’t want to build. 

Mr. Simon. I still can’t hear you. I am sorry. 

Mr. PiNTAMO. The first time he came out I didn’t sign anything or 
didn’t want anything to build. That was in March of 1952. 

Mr. Simon. What did he tell you when he came out? 

Mr. PiNTAJio. He said they were working on the Detroit Construc- 
tion Co. They would either put up the building or supply the 
material. 

Mr. Simon. They were working for what company ? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. Firestone. 

Mr. Simon. Did you have a building? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. A temporary home. 

Mr. Simon. What do you mean by a temporary home ? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. It was a temporary home until I could get the other 
one. 

Mr. Simon. What was it? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. It was a three-room home. 

Mr. Simon. A three-room home ? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. On the property. 

Mr. Simon. On this property. He came out and visited you there? 
Mr. PiNTAMO. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What did he tell you ? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. He told me he would supply me all the building 
materials to put up a home. 

Mn Simon. Did you make a deal with him ? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. Not the first time he came out, but I believe he came 
out a week later. There were two of them. 

Mr. Simon. What happened when he came out the second time? 
Mr. PiNTAMO. He convinced me that he was the man to do business 
with. 

Mr. Simon. What did he say to convince you? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. He said he would supply everything, for me through 
this FHA. 

Mr. Simon. He would supply everything through FHA ? 

, Mr. PiNTAMO. He would supply the material for this building. 

Mr. Simon. Did he tell you how much it would cost? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. The material ? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. PiNTAMO. I have got ‘the papers here. 

Mr. Simon. How much? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. I have got the papers here. 

Mr. Simon. Could we see them ? 

This says they were going to supply the blocks for a 30 by 20 
house. 
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Mr. PiNTAMO. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And the windows and doors. Then it says : 

This is a title I FHA contract, first payment to start 45 days after completion 
of the job. 

Is that right? 

Mr. PiNTAMo. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat work were they going to do besides supplying 

Mr. Pintamo. Just supply the materials. 

Mr. Simon. Just supply the blocks and doors? 

Mr. Pintamo. Blocks, doors, windows, and roof. 

Mr. Simon. For $790? 

Mr. Pintamo. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Was there any house there this was going to be used in, 
or was this to build a new house ? 

Mr. Pintamo. That is a new house. 

Mr. Simon. Then what happened ? 

Mr. Pintamo. About 4 days later a shipment of lumber come in, 
and 1-inch boards, and only half of them, I would say, and 2 by 4’s 
for the rafters, when I specified 2 by 6’s. 

Mr. Simon. What else? 

Mr. Pintamo. That is all that came. I waited for quite a while, 
and kept calling up to this Firestone Construction, that we weren’t 
getting any more material out and we didn’t want to start with just 
part of the material. 

Mr. Simon. How much material did you get? 

Mr. Pintamo. Well, it is marked on that white slip of paper. 

Mr. Simon. How much ? 

Mr. Pintamo. Well, all except the front window at that time, and 
one-half of the roof. 

Mr. Simon. All except one window and half of the roof ? 

Mr. Pintamo. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did you build the house then ? 

Mr. Pintamo. I built the house. 

Mr. Simon. Are you living in it now ? 

Mr. Pintamo. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you pay the notes ? 

Mr. Pintamo. I am paying them off: 

Mr. Simon. Are you up on your notes ? 

Mr. Pintamo. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did they give you $790 worth of materials? 

Mr. Pintamo. They didn’t give all the material that was supposed 
to be there. 

Mr. Simon. Wliy? 

Mr. Pintamo. I don’t know^ 

Mr. Simon. How is that? 

Mr. Pintamo. I don’t know. We kept callbig them. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever ask them I Did they ever tell you why ? 
Mr. Pintamo. No, they didn’t. They said, “We will get them.” 
Every time we called they said we would get it. 

Mr. Simon. How long ago was this now ? 

Mr. Pintamo. That was in 1952, or March 1952, the end of March. 

Mr. Simon. Are you still waiting for the rest of the materials ? 

Mr. Pintamo. No, I bought a little bit every week on my check. 
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Mr. Simon. Did anybody ever tell you you couldn't g:et one of these 
loans to build a' new house with? : 

' Mr. PiNTAMO. No. 

Mr. Simon. You didn’t know they were only to modernize or repair 
houses? f .. 

Mr. PiNTAMO. No. ; 

- Mr. Simon. How bip: a house is this you built? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. It is 24 by 30. 

Mr. Simon. How many rooms? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. ,Four rooms. 

Mr. Simon. All on one floor? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. You built it yourself with this material ? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Did you sign an FHA application ? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. That is what I am trying to figure out. I don’t 
believe I did. ; . 

Mr. Simon. You didn’t sign one? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. I don’t believe I did. That was the only paper I seen 
was that pink one right there. 

Mr. Simon. This is a contract with the Firestone? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. But in order to get an FHA loan somebody had to sign 
an application and somebody had to say that the money was going to be 
used to repair or modernize an existing house. 

Mr, PiNTAMO. I didn’t sign any papers. 

Mr. Simon. You say you didn’t sign any? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. No. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know who did ? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. No. 

Mr. Simon. What bank handled this? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. Industrial National. 

Mr. Simon. Industrial National Bank. ATid you say you never 
signed an FHA application ? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. I didn’t sign it. 

Mr. Simon. You didn’t? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. I am positive I didn’t sign it. 

Mr. Simon. What is that? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. I am positive I didn’t sign any other paper besides 
that for that contract. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever sign a completion certificate saying the 
job had been completed satisfactorily? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. No. 

Mr. Simon. You didn’t? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. No. T understand that was signed by someone else. 

Mr. Simon. Who signed that? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. I don’t know who signed it. I have an idea that 
was signed by somebody else. Otherwise FHA wouldn’t go through 
with it. 

Mr. Simon. What gave you the idea it was signed by somebody else? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. I have the box full of payments. 

Mr. Simon. Just because you got the box for the payment? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Simon. Did you ever inquire as to who sign^ it? . 

' Mr. PiNTAMO. I don’t believe so. ' 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever go down to the bank and ask them to 
look at the paper to see whether it was your signature ? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. I wrote to the bank once and I wanted— -what was 
wrote to the bank about it anyway. I wanted to find out if 

this Firestone Construction Co. 

Mr. Simon. What did you say to the bank ? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. I wanted to know if this was a fly-by-night or- 
ganization. 

Mr. Simon. A what ? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. Fly-by-night organization. 

Mr. Simon. 'What did your bank tell you ? 

Mr. PiNTAMO. I don’t remember. ; 

Mr. Simon. You don’t remember what they told you? 

• Mr. PiNTAMO. No. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. 

Now I am going to recess in a moment for 5 minutes. Then we 
are coming back and hear one more witness today. Then we are 
going to convene at 9 : 30 tomorow morning — ^not 10 o’clock but 9 : 30. 
The names of the witnesses I am going to now read will come back 
tomorrow and be here at 9 : 30. 

Our first witness tomorrow will be Joyce A. Schnackenburg and 
then pretty much in this order: Joyce A. Schnackenburg, Fred W. 
Kneeht, Jerome Kaufman, Han’y Colton, and Mrs. Ruth Stokes and 
Jack Chisik, if we can find them, Marie Halbeisan, Mrs. Mary S. 
Galler, and Wallace Helies, if we can find him, Dominick Keno 
Gertinisan, and Isal Crouther, of 3660 Moore Street, Inkster, Mich., 
and also the representative of the National Bank of Detroit. They 
have some papers that we asked for. 

We may have more witnesses tomorrow in addition to the ones that 
I have just mentioned, but we will start in at 9 : 30 in the morning 
with the witnesses that I have just named, and if I have left anyone 
out that is under subpena, they will know it and they are to be here. 

We are now going to take a 6-minute recess and then we are going 
to hear Mr. Saul Silberman, of Baltimore, Md., in respect to three 
projects — Uplands Apartments, Fairfax Gardens, and Meade Heights. 

Mrs. Helies, I wish you would get in touch with your husband and 
ask him to be here tomorrow and report back in the morning. We 
will now take a 5-minute recess, at which time we will hear Mr. Silber- 
man, who will be our last witness. 

( Short recess taken. ) 

The Chairman. The committee will please come to order. 

Our first witness will be Mr. Silberman of 4626 Edmondson Ave- 
nue, Baltimore, Md. 

'VYill you be sworn, Mr. Silberman ? y 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? 

Mr. SimERMAN. I do. 

The Chairman. Thank you. 

You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 
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TESTIMONY OF SAUL SILBERMAN, UPLANDS APARTMENTS, BAITI- 
MORE, MD., ACCOMPANIED BY A. HERMAN SISKIND AND CARL I. 
SHIPLEY, COUNSEL, AND SIDNEY G. SPERO, ACCOUNTANT 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Silberman, were you formerly an employee of the 
Federal Housing Administration? 

Mr. Silberman. I was. 

Mr. Simon. During what period of time were you employed by 
FHA? 

Mr. Silberman. I believe it was 1936 or 1937. 

Mr. Simon. When did you leave? 

Mr. Silberman. Around the same time. I was there for a short 
time, a year and a half or 2 years. 

Mr. SmoN. During that period of time what was your salary ? 

Mr. Silberman. $2,600 a year. 

Mr. Simon. $2,600 a year ? 

Mr. Silberman. That is right. 

IVfc. Simon. When you left FHA you went into the building 
business ? 

Mr. Silberman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Building under FHA? 

Mr. Silberman. Partly. 

Mr. Simon. Now, are you connected with the Uplands Apartments 
project? 

Mr. Silberman. I am. 

Mr. Simon. There were two Uplands projects, weren’t there? 

Mr. Silberman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. The first Uplands project is owned by Uplands Apart- 
ments, Inc. ; is that right? 

Mr. Silberman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Who are the stockholders of Uplands Apartments, Inc. ? 
Mr. Silberman. Ralph Dichiaro. 

Mr. Simon. That is D-i-cdi-i-a-r-o? 

The Chairman. I think we had better identify the gentlemen on 
your right and left. They are lawyers with you ? 

Mr. Siskind. That is right. 

The Chairman. Will you give your names, please ? 

Mr. Siskind. A. Herman ^skind, from Baltimore. 

Mr. Shipley. Carl L. Shipley, from Washington. 

The Chairman. Thank you. 

You may proceed. 

Mr. Simon. You were telling us, Mr. Silberman, who the stock- 
holders were of Uplands Apartments, Inc. 

^ Mr. Silberman. Uplands Apartment, Inc., all the stock is owned 
by Uplands, Inc., a construction company. 

Mr. Simon. The stook of Uplands Apartments, Inc., is owned by 
Uplands, Inc.? 

Mr. Silberman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Uplands, Inc., was the construction company? 

Mr. Silberman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Who owns the stock in Uplands, Inc. ? 

Mr. Silberman. Ralph Dichiaro. 

Mr. Simon. That is D-i-c-h-i-a-r-o; is that right? 
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Mr. Silberman. Excuse me a moment, sir. I want to make sure I 
am giving the correct answers. 

(There was a conference between Mr. Silberman and Counsel 

Siskind.) , . 

Mr. Silberman. I beg your pardon, sir, Ralph DeChano, you asked 

me how to spell his name ? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. Silberman. D-e-C-h-a-r-i-o. 

Mr. Simon. You and he owned 50 percent except a couple of shares 
of your stock is in the name of your attorney ? 

Mr. Silberman. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. What was the capital stock of Uplands Apartments, 
Inc.? $1,000? 

Mr. Silberman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And is $2,000 the capital stock of Uplands, Inc. ? 

Mr. Silberman. I want to check this with our accountant, if you 
don’t mind. 

The Chairman. Why don’t you move up here, please, to the table 
and be identified? 

Mr. Spero. My name is Sidney G. Spero, New York City. 

The Chairman. You are a 

Mr. Spero. Certified public accountant. 

The Chairman. For Mr. Silberman? 

Mr. Spero. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Was the capital stock of Uplands, Inc., $2,000? 

]\Ir. Silberman. $5,000. 

Mr. Simon. How big a project did Uplands Apartments, Inc., 
build? 


Mr. Silberman. They built a few. You mean the first one? I would 
like to get your question clear. 

Mr. Simon. Upland Apartments, Inc. 

Mr. Silberman. Uplands Apartments, Inc., the commitment was 
$3,683,000. There was an additional commitment added to it of 
$59,200, making a total of $3,742,200, 

Mr, Simon. How big was the building? How many apartments? 

Mr. Silberman. 512 units. 

Mr. Simon. 512 apartments. 

What was the cost to the construction company of building the 
building ? 

Mr. Silberman. I would like to answer that this way, Mr. Simon, 
if you don’t mind. We built the building and then we converted it at 
completion making a total cost of 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost of the building as called for by the 
plans and specifications that you gave FHA and on which they issued 
their commitment? 

Mr. Silberman. $3,505,815.64. ; 

Mr. Simon. Does that include the interest during construction ? 

Mr. Silberman. No. There was $175,944 retained for carrying 
charges by the holding company. 

Mr. Simon. Is $3,505,000 the actual amount of money that the con- 
struction company paid out? 

Mr. Silberman. These are the figures that have been given to me by 
my accountant. 
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Mr. Simon. That wasn’t my question. My question is whether 
$3,505,000 is the actual amount of money the construction paid out for 
labor and materials for building the job ? 

Mr. SiUBERMAN. And acquiring the land ? 

Mr. Simon. And acquiring the land ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. That is the actual amount they paid out? 

Mr. Silberman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Does that include the architect’s fees ? 

Mr. Sn/BERMAN. Everything. 

Mr. Simon. Does that include any fees to you ? 

Mr. Silberman. No. I received no fees. 

Mr. Simon. Any salary ? 

Mr. Silberman. Salary — ^well, I was on a yearly salary at the time of 
$450 a week. 

Wait a minute now. Correction, please. 

Mr. Simon. Don’t you know, Mr. Silberman, how much this build- 
ing cost you ? 

Mr. Silberman. What is your question? 

Mr. Simon. Don’t you know how much it cost to build the building? 

Mr, Silberman. Mr. Sirhon, I have the figures in front of me, and I 
am answering from the figures. You wouldn’t expect me to recall the 
exact amount of the figures, would you ? 

Mr. Simon. I am trying to find out how much you had to pay out to 
people. 

Mr. Silberman. I answered. That is the exact amount. 

Mr. Simon. Now you tell me it included $22,500 a year you paid 
yourself. I am trying to find out 

Mr. Silberman. Wouldn’t you consider that as cost ? 

Mr. Simon. No ; I wouldn’t. 

Mr. Silberman. If I am employed and actively engaged in the con- 
struction company that has men on their payroll, it is certainly part of 
their cost. 

Mr. Simon. You owned the project, didn’t you? 

Mr. Silberman. I was part — I Imow you want to be fair to me, Mr. 
Simon, don’t you ? 

Mr. Simon. Of course. 

Mr. Sn^ERMAN. I will answer your questions one at a time. I say 
to you that any construction company has a perfect right to consider 
as actual cost any employee they have on their payroll, if they are 
actually engaged in building the building. 

Mr. Simon. You can do anytliing you want with your money, but 
I am merely trying to find out how. much you had to pay to others to 
build this building, not including what you paid yourself. 

The Chairman. Mr. Silberman, you own. the project, do you not? 

Mr. Simon. Part of it. 

The Chairman. I mean the company owns it. 

Mr. Simon. You and DeChario each own one-half interest in it? 

Mr. Silberman. I am sorry, Mr. Simon. I think the cost of a 
building is the material and the payroll of any building 

The &IAIRMAN. It Avould be excepting that you own it. It is yours. 
That is the reason. You own it. It is yours. Of course, if you build 
it for somebody else, why, yes. 

Mr. Silberman. These are two different corporations. 
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The Chairman. But you own all the stock in both, just like taking 
money out of one pocket and putting it in the other. 

Mr. Silberman. I own part of it. 

The Chairman. You own half of both? 

Mr. Silberman. That is right. 

The Chairman. We are talking about the corporations, not you 
personally. 

Mr. Simon. Let us forget definitions. What we are trying to find 
out is, first, how much money you got out of the Government-insured 
mortgage, and, second, how much money you had to pay out to build 
the building, and how much you had left over when it was built. 

Mr. Silberman. According to the actual figures off the books of the 
construction company, Saul Silberman, Balph DeChario, together, 
drew $15,600. 

Mr. Simon. Fifty thousand dollars? 

Mr. Silberman. Fifteen thousand six hundred dollars for services 
performed for the construction company. 

Mr. Simon. How much money did the construction company pay 
out in building this building, actually pay out, to people other than 
you and DeChario? 

Mr. Silberman. $3,505,815.64, less this figure of the way you are 
asking the question — less this figure of $15,600, making a net figure 
of about 

Mr. Spero. About $3,489,000. 

Mr. Simon. Does that include the cost of the land ? 

Mr. Silberman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Who did they buy the land from? 

(There was a conference bet^veen Mr. Silberman and his counsel.) 

The Chairman. Don’t you know who they bought the land from? 

Mr. Silberman. I am sorry. I have to get this information. We 
are in a great number of projects. I want to give you the actual facts. 

I wish you would permit me to make sure before 1 answer. I intend 
to tell the exact truth. I would like to add at this particular point 
that I was asked to come to Washington, I came voluntarily, testified 

for 2^ hours, gave my full cooperation, and I intend to cooperate 
fully. 

The Chairman. We are asking the same questions today we did at 
Washington. 

Mr. Silberman. I know. I didn’t get it from memory. 

The Chairman. Wliat did you think we wanted to see you for? 
You knew we wanted to know the cost of the land and building. 

Mr. Silberman. You certainly didn’t want me to remember the 
figures, did you ? 

The Chairman. I say this with a big smile. You have three gen- 
tlemen. You are well fortified. I say that with a smile. 

Mr. Silberman. They are here to give yqu the information. 

Ihe Chairman. We want to be nice as we can to you, and want to 
get the facts. That is all we want. 

Mi\ Silberman. You will get it 100 percent. 

Mr. Simon. The question is, Who did you buy the land from* 
Was it a fellow named Silberman ? 

Mr. Silberman. J ust a minute, Mr. Simon. I am asking tlie counsel 
now it IS set up. ^ 
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Mr. Simon. I wanted to help you out. 

Mr. Suberman. I don’t want your help. You let me take care of 
myself. 

The Chairman. Listen: We will ask the questions and you will 
answer them. 

Mr. SiiiBERMAN. I will do it, sir, respectfully. 

The Chairman. We will be very respectful to you and we expect 
you to do the same thin^ toward us. Let us get that straight. 

Mr. Shjberman. I shall, sir. 

(There was a conference between Mr. Silberman, Mr. Spero, and 
Mr. Siskind.) 

Mr. Simon. Wlio did you buy the land from ? 

Mr. Silberman. We acquired it from the Eastport Manor Co. 
Eastport Manor was the name. That was controlled by us. 

The Chairman. In other words, you bought the land from your- 
self, didn’t you ? And you knew you bought the land from yourself 
when you were making all that fuss a minute ago? 

Mr. Silberman. I am not doing any such thing. Senator. I am 

^ you the technical and legal manner in which we acquired it. 
iat what you want? 

The Chairman. Yes, but we don’t want nonsense. We asked you 
who you bought the land from. You knew you bought it from yourself, 
a corporation that you owned. 

Mr. Siskind. Senator, he so testified at the executive session. 

Mr. Simon. Of course. That is the basis of the information I 
have. 

Mr. Siskind. He so testified. He certainly had no intention 

The Chairman. We want him to testify in public here today. 

Mr. Siskind. That is right. He was trying to get the exact name 
of the corporation which they control that actually held the title to it. 
It was dennitely from himself. 

Mr. Simon. Plow much did Eastport Manor pay for this land? 
(There was a conference between Mr. Siskind and Mr. Silbennan.) 
Mr. Silberman. We acquired 126 acres June 4, 1946, for $227,000— 
$242.26. 


Mr. Simon. How much of the 126 acres went into this p^roject? 

(There was a conference between Mr. Siskind and Mr. Silberman.) 

The Chairman. Your C. P. A. can answer some of these questions if 
you do not have the information. We would be very happy to have 
iiim answer for you on anything that is technical as that. 

Mr. Siskind. Can we make the response, Senator ? 

The Chairman. Some of them, yes, cases such as this he can make 
the response. 

Mr. Silberman. Senator, I am not trying 

The Chairman. The record speaks for itself. 

Mr. Silberman. I am not trying to avoid questions. I want to 
give you it exactly. 

Mr. Spero. The testimony was given in executive session. 

The Chairman. Yes. We don’t hear a witness until we have heard 
him in executive session. We have heard you. That is why we get 
a little bit uneasy or impatient up here when we know what the 
answer is, and we know you know wnat the answer is, because we have 
already heard it in executive session. Now, we want the answers in 
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public. The public are entitled to know these things as well as we are 
in executive session. 

Mr. Spero. Will you repeat the question, please ? 

Ml*. Simon. The question was, How many acres went into this 
project? 

Mr. Spero. 28.92. 

Mr. Simon. What was the proportionate cost of the 28 acres that 
went into the project? 

The Chairman. I think since the accountant is going to give an- 
swers we had better swear you. 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 
Mr. Spero. I do. 

The Chairman. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Spero. These 28-acres-plus were valued at $180,000. 

Mr. Simon. That wasn't my question. My question was what was 
the proportionate cost of the 28 acres that went into this project. 

Mr. Spero. It was carried on their individual books at $29,946.84. 
Mr. Simon. Is that the proportionate cost of these 28 acres ? 

Mr. Spero. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. How much did they sell it to Upland Manor for? 

Mr. Spero. It was sold to Uplands, Inc., for $180,000. 

Mr. Simon. That is $151,000 more than they paid for it; is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Spero. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. When you gave us a minute ago the figure of $3,489,000 
as the cost of the building that included the land at a figure of $151,000 
more than they paid for the land ; is that right? 

Mr. Spero. That is correct. 

Mr. Superman. Senator, may I explain an answer after I have 
answered it, or my accountant ? 

The Chairman. Yes; we want to be perfectly fair with you. 

Mr. Simon. I can only question one man at a time. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I am not a lawyer. 

The Chairman. We want the facts. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. You are packing me up for something I shouldn’t 
be responsible to. Do you mean I should address you ? 

Mr. Simon. I thought you wanted your accountant to answer these 
questions. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I askcd permission to explain his answer: is that 
all right? 

Mr. Simon. Which answer are you explaining? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. You asked him how much he sold it to the com- 
pany for. I would like to explain that. 

Mr. Simon. Is the answer wrong? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. It isn’t wrong, but it nee<Js explanation. 

Mr. Simon. What is the explanation? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. The explanation is we had acquired a large tract 
of property which we had improved with utilities, and built alongside 

houses which changed the entire value of 
the land. In other words, the price at which we sold the lands to the 

compan3r was the price we could have sold it to anybody at that par- 
ticular time. ^ j t' 
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The Chairman. We don’t question that. 

Mr. Silberman. I know, but the public might question it. I know 
you like to be fair, but these questions you said are for the benefit of 
the public. I think I have a right to explain to the public the same 
as investigators do to the public. That is why I would like to explain it 

The Chairman. Remember this, we know that. 

Mr. Silberman. The public doesn’t know it. 

The Chairman. Wlien you got all through you owned this prop, 
erty. You still own it. It was your land ; you still own it; you own 
the property. We understand all that. We are not trying to put any 
words in your mouth at all. 

Mr. Silberman. Senator, you said the public has a right to know 
all the facts. I am trying to give the public all the facts. 

The Chairman. What I said was, we listened to all your testimony 
in executive session, and now we want you to, in public ; we are going 
to ask you the same questions we did in executive session. What you 
are trying to say is that you bought this land, and then you put up 
some houses around it, which increased the value of it. We do not 
question that. 

Mr. Silberman. Plus utilities. I think it is perfectly right of me 
to explain it; isn’t it? 

The Chairman. We don’t question that at all, excepting you owned 
it to begin with, and you still own it. Therefore, you can’t make a 
profit on selling something to yourself. 

Mr. Simon, ^nd accepting 

Mr. Silberman. There is a great deal of explanation in between 
there. 

Mr. Simon. We asked you what it cost you, and your answer in- 
cluded $151,000 that you had paid yourself as profit in selling the 
land from one company to anotner, which was not a truthful answer 
to the question we asked you. 

Mr. Silberman. I deny that, Mr. Simon. I will answer all things 
truthfully. I can slant any question in anyway to make 

The Chairman. We don’t want to get into any argument. Either 
answer the questions or say you don’t want to. 

Mr. Silberman. I answer all questions. Mr. Simon accused me of 
telling an untruth. 

The Chairman. We don’t want any arguments from you at all, 
Mr. Silberman. We are going to prove with your executive session, 
and the facts here, that you built these projects, that the total cost of 
them, everything included, was X amount of money more, or less, than 
the total amount of the mortgage proceeds. 

Mr. Silberman. That is fine, - 

The Chairman. Then we are going to show what you did with the 
money, part of it. That may help you now in figuring out the reason 
for your questions. 

Mr. Silberman. May I ask you this, sir, if counsel says to me that 
I didn’t make a true statement do I have a right to answer it? 

Mr. Simon. What I would like you to tell nie now, if you will, is 
how much it cost you to build this building, disregarding intercorpo- 
rate transactions, "disregarding transactions between yourselves. 

Mr. Silberman. We gave 

Mr. Simon. How much did it cost to build the building? 

Mr. Silberman. Mr. Spero will answer that, my accountant. 
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The Chairman. He will only answer if we wish him. to answer. The 
question is directed to you. Is the reason you want him to answer be- 
cause he has the information and you do not? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. He has the exact information. He compiled it. I 
would be happier if you would permit him to do it. 

The Chairman. You may answer the question. 

Mr. Spero. Subtracting an additional $150,000 substantially from 
the $3,489,000 that was previously given, would net that off at 
$3,339,400. 

Mr. Simon. Are there any other costs included in that $3,339,000 
that went to Mr. Silberman, or any company that he and his partner 
controlled ? 

Mr. Spero. None that I can think of. 

Mr. Simon. Can you think of any, Mr. Silberman ? 

Mr. Silberman. Would you mind repeating that question ? 

Mr. Simon. Are there any other costs included in that figure that 
you or your partner got either directly or through one of these cor- 
porations you own? 

Mr. Silberman. Any costs that we received? I thought we were 
talking about what we paid out. I don’t quite follow you, sir. 

The Chairman. Ask the question again, please. 

Mr. Simon. Your accountant now tells us that the cost of the build- 
ing was $3,339,000, including the cost of the lands, and I am trying 
to find out whether any part of that $3,339,000 went to you ? 

Mr. Silberman. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You are certain of that? 

Mr. Silberman. As far as I can see in any way at all, unless there 
is some technicality, I would say that is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Wlio would know whether you got any of that money ? 

Mr. Silberman. The books, the accountant would know. He tells 
me there isn’t. 

Mr. Simon. He said he didn’t Iniow. 

Mr. Silberman. He didn’t say that. 

Mr. Spero. I said I didn’t recollect any situation whereby he would 
get any additional amounts of money whatsoever. 

Mr. Simon. Who can tell us whether he did or didn’t get any more 
money ? 

Mr. Silberman. That is correct, as you have it. 

Mr. Simon. You are certain of that? 

Mr. Silberman. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Were there any other costs in connection with this 
building such as interest and taxes that aren’t included in the 
$3 339,000 ? 

Mr. Spero. Do you want me to answer that ? 

Mr. Simon. Do you know? 

Mr. Spero. Yes. ^ 

Mr. Simon. AVhat were they? ' 

Mr. Spero. There was carrying charges provided for of $175,944. 

Mr. Simon. Wlio was that paid to? 

Mr. Spero. That was — those were moneys retained by 

Mr. Simon. That wasn’t my question. My question was. Were there 
any other costs that you paid out, such as interest, not what you held 
back? 
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Mr. Spero. I cannot answer that; no, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know? 

Mr. Spero. That is right. The best answer I can give you on that 
is that Uplands Apartments, Inc., out of the mortgage proceeds, re- 
tained a certain amount of money as set up for carrying charges, in- 
cluding interest. The way the books are developed, according to 
the regulations required by the FHA, we do not have a means at this 
time of determining what was exactly spent for that, or for those 
items. 

Mr. Simon. Does anybody know how much of that $175,000 was 
spent? 

Mr. Spero. Not at this moment; no, sir. I would say substantially 
most of it. 

Mr. Simon. What do you mean by most of it? 

Mr. Spero. Because in connection with the construction of a project 
they provided for a certain length of time in which to construct it. 
They provided for interest on that, taxes on that, and that money 
would go out. 

Mr. Simon. Every building has that. I am trying to find out how 
much was spent for that in this instance. 

Mr. Spero. I can’t answer that because the books don’t disclose it 
in that manner. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know, Mr. Silberman ? 

Mr. SiLBEitMAN. I don’t know any more about the accounting than 
Mr. Spero at this time. 

Mr. Simon, Do you know of anybody who would know how much 
was spent for interest and carrying charges ? 

Mr. Silberman. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do your books reflect it ? 

Mr. Spero. They certainly do. 

Mr. Simon. Wliy can’t you tell from the books how much was 
spent ? 

Mr. Spero. Because in the manner of keeping books all interests 
and taxes were charged off regardless of whether it was for carrying 
charges or in completion of the project in connection with the mort- 
gage later on. In other words, there was no differentiation made or 
any setup as to the allocation of these carrying charges against the 
cost of the buildings. 

Mr. Simon. What is your guess as to how much of that $175,000 was 
spent? 

Mr. Spero. $175,000. 

Mr. Simon. $175,000. 

Mr. Spero. I would say substantially pretty much all of it. I would 

f uess at 75 to 90 percent. It is a pure guess. I don’t like to guess, 
[y whole training militates against that, 

Mr. Simon. I would agree with you except we are trying to find out 
how much this building cost, and you are the only ones that can tell 
us because we weren’t there. 

Mr. Spero. Well, I have ailswered to the best of my ability. 

Mr. Simon. Well, then, this building cost somewhere between 
$3,339,000 and $3,514,000, excluding moneys they paid themselves; is 
that right? 

Mr. S PERO. That is right. That is a fair statement. 
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Mr. Simon. And that includes the cost of the land and the interest, 

iuid everything else? 

Mr. Spero. That is exactly correct. 

Mr. Simon. And the mortgage was $3,742,000; is that right? 

Mr. Spero. $3,742,200. 

Mr. Simon. And was there a premium on the mortgage? 

Mr. Spero. No, sir. 

]\Ir. Simon. No premium? 

Mr. Spero. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. So the difference between the mortgage — the mortgage 

proceeds exceeded the cost of the building between 

Mr. Silberman. I will have to interrupt you. 

Mr. Simon. I am sorry, but I was asking a question. 

The Chairman. Let us finish the q^uestion, please. 

Mr. Simon. The mortgage proceeds exceeded the cost of the build- 
ing by between $228,000 and $403,000 ; is that right ? 

Mr. Spero. I don’t think you are right on the $400,000. I think 
the maximum — i t runs somewhere around $228,000. 

Mr. Simon. You said you didn’t know how much of this 

Mr. Spero. What are you adding back to that, $175,000? 

Jilr. Simon. Yes. I said somewhere between $228,000 and $403,000. 
Mr. Spero. Where did you get the $403,000 ? 

Mr. Simon. I thought I heard you agree a minute ago that the 
total cost was between $3,339,000 and $3,514,000; is that right? 

Mr. Spero. I have the $3,514,000. What was that other figure? 
Mr. Simon. $3,339,000. 

Mr. Spero. That is right, closer, I would say, to the $3,514,000. I 
think you might use that figure for practical purposes. 

Mr. Simon. But you don’t know ? 

Mr. Spero. I don’t know ; that is correct. 

Mr. Simon. All you can say with certainty is it is between those 
two figures? 

Mr. Spero. That is right. 

‘ Mr. Simon. If that is true, the mortgage proceeds exceeded the 
cost by between $228,000 and $403,000 ? 

Mr. Spero. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Silberman, how close were you to Clyde Powell? 

^Ir. Silberman. Before we go into that question 

The Chairman. Answer the question, please. 

Mr. Silberman. How close? 

The Chairman. I will give you a chance to make a statement. 

How close were you to Clyde Powell ? 

Mr. Silberman. Not any more than anybody else would be that 
had dealings with the FHA. 

Mr. Simon. That wasn’t my question. My question was. How close 
were you to Clyde Powell ? y 

Mr. Silberman. I would say 

The Chairman. How often did you see him ? 

Mr. Silberman. Very seldom. 

Mr. Simon. Very seldom? 

Mr. Silberman. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Were you intimate with Mm at all ? 

Mr. Silberman. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Virtually strangers ? 
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Mr. SiLBERMAN. I wouldn’t say virtually a stranger, but we weren’t 
social friends. 

Mr. Simon. Was it a very rare thing when you telephoned each 
other ? 

Mr. Silberman. I don’t think I telephoned him in the period of 
years, 4 or 5 times. 

Mr. Simon. F our or five times in a period of years ? 

Mr. Silberman. Possibly something like that. 

Mr. Simon. Let us take February 9, 1952, at 11:46 a. m., you tele- 
phoned him from Miami, Fla. ; if you only telephoned him 4 or 5 times 
you undoubtedly must remember what that conversation was about? 

Mr. Silberman. I would be a wizard if I could remember today, 
Mr. Simon. I don’t even know whether I telephoned then. I wouldn’t 
laiow. It might have been something that happened in our office I 
had to get some information on, and I called him. I certainly couldn’t 
be expected to remember that, and I don’t think you mean I should 
remember it. ' 

Mr. Simon. Do you have a telephone number in Miami, Miami 
8-5777? 

Mr. Silberman. What year was that ? 

Mr. Simon. February 9, 1952. 

Mr. Silberman. We rented a house for the season. I don’t recall. 
We don’t own a house; we rent there. That might have been the 
number of the house. I couldn’t tell you whether it was or wasn’t. 

Mr. Simon. Did you call him again on February 23, 1952, at 11 : 20 
in the morning from that same Miami number ? 

Mr. Silberman. I wouldn’t know. I doubt it. 

Mr. Simon. You doubt it? 

Mr. Silberman. I doubt it. I don’t say I didn’t. 

Mr. Simon. You are not prepared to say you didn’t? 

Mr. Silberman. It might be it wasn’t rented. You know a telephone 
operator if you don't reach somebody will keep calling and calling, 
and try to get it. Was that the same day ? 

Mr. Simon. No ; 2 weeks later. 

Mr. Silberman. I beg pardon. I thought you said the first clay. 

Mr. Simon. The first one was February 9, the second February 2^ 

Are you prepared to say you didn’t call him on those 2 days ? 

Mr. Silberman. I didn’t say that. I said I have no recollection 
of it. 

Mr. Simon. How many times did you talk to Clyde Powell over the 
telephone ? 

Mr. Silberman. I said I thought about 4 or 5 times. 

Mr. Simon. Four or five times? • 

Mr. Silberman. It could be six times. 

Mr. Simon. Could it be 40 times ? 

Mr. Silberman. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Are you saying unequivocally under oath it wasn’t 40 
times ? 

Mr. Silberman. Yes, sir. Now 

Mr. Simon. "What is the maximum number of times you say you 
talked to Clyde Powell over the telephone? 

Mr. Silberman. Are you talking about a period of years? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 
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Mr. SiLBERMAN. You liave got me. I said 4 or 5 times. That is 
what is in my memory. If it is more than that I am mistaken. That 
is all I can tell you. 

The Chairman. Your answer is 4 or 5 times? 

Mr. Silberman. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Are you prepared to say under oath it wasn’t more than 
4 or 5 times ? 

Mr. Silberman. I answered by saying I think so. If it was more, 
it could be. I can’t remember how many times I talked to a man in 
a period of 5 or 6 years. 

Mr. Simon. I am trying to find out from you under oath the maxi- 
mum number of times you say you talked to Clyde Powell. 

In fairness, I say to you I have Clyde Powell’s telephone record. 

Mr. Silberman. I can see you reading, but I would be astonished 
if I called over a few times. 

Mr. Simon. My question to you 

Mr. Silberman. 1 cannot answer it. 

Mr. Simon. What is the maximum number of times you talked to 
Clyde Powell on the telephone ? 

Mr. Silberman. Now it could be, Mr. Simon, at times where there 
was some discussion going on about some interpretation or some ad- 
ministrative rule about it, I might have called him, he called me back, 
I called him, and I might call it once. It could be in a period of a 
week maybe eight times about the same matter. When I say 4 or 5 
times, I mean 4 or 5 transactions. Maybe that would clear it up. 

Mr. Simon. Are you prepared to say under oath you didn’t call him 
more than with respect to 4 or 5 different transactions? 

Mr. Silberman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You are prepared to say it? 

Mr. Silberman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Would a transaction be concluded within, say, a week? 

Mr. Silberman. Not necessarily. 

Mr. Simon. Over how long a period would the transaction go on ? 

Mr. Silberman. You know it takes 6 months to get a commitment 
sometimes, most of the time. 

Mr. Simon. You are now saying you only talked to him with respect 
to 4 or 5 jobs? 

Mr. Silberman. That is all we had. 

Mr. Simon. I was just going to say that is all you had. How many 
times did you talk to Clyde Powell on the telephone ? 

Mr. Silberman. I think I have answered that, Mr. Simon. You are 
asking me the same question over and over again. 

Mr. Simon. I have still not received the first answer, though. 

Mr. Silberman. I said to you that I thought I talked to him 4 or 5 
times. 

Mr. Simon. I want a firm answer. V 

i\Ir. Silberman. I will not answer it any diffei'ently. 

Mr. Simon. What is the maximum number of times you talked to 
Clyde Powell ? You can fix a maximum ? 

Mr. Silberman. No, I cannot. I said to you that I had 

Mr. Siskind. He said he couldn’t say. 

Mr. Simon. He can certainly fix a maximum. He can say he is cer- 
tain it is not more than a certain number. 
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Mr. SiLBERMAN. It is not more than a hundred times. Do you want 
it that way ? 

Mr. Simon. That is the lowest number you can say with certainty? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I don’t know what you are trying to get me to say, 
but I am certainly not going to tell you things that are not true. I can 
make an error, as well as you or anybody else. I am under the impres- 
sion I talked to him very, very seldom. It could be, and I don’t intend 
or expect to be a witness that can tell you what or how many times I 
talked to somebody in 1952. I think it is an unfair question. 

Mr. Simon. We didn’t ask you that. 

* Mr. SiLBERMAN.. I am answering that way. I am going to defend 
myself. 

Mr. Simon. The question is. What can you say under oath is the 
maximum number oi times you called him ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. No, sir. 

The Chairman. The witness says he doesn’t know. I think maybe 
we will just let the record stand there. 

Mr. Simon. How many times did you and Clyde Powell talk about 
gambling matters? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Gambling matters? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I would See Clyde Powell at the races, between 
Baltimore and Wasliington, possibly once a week, Saturday afternoon. 

Mr. Simon. Over how many periods of years ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Years? 

Mr. Simon. Over how many years? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I don’t Imow — 7, 8, 9, 10 years. 

Mr. Simon. Over 7 to 10 years you would see him once a week at the 
racetracks ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I wouldii’t say— I said the most I would see him 
would be once a week. Maybe I wouldn’t see him once a month, but 
I mean when I did see him I would see him usually on a Saturday 
afternoon. 

Mr. Simon. At the racetracks? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever do any gambling with him ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Gambling with him? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. No. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever pay any of his gambling debts ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. No. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever pay for any parimutuel tickets for him? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. No. 

Mr. Simon. You are certain of that? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Positive. 

Mr. Simon. How many times did you see him at the racetracks in 
that 7- or 8-year period? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I answered you before that I would see him, when 
I did see him, on a Saturday. 

Mr. Simon. But how many 
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Ml-. SiLBERMAN. There is a possibility I might have seen him 1 day 
dui’ing the week, but my memory says to me I would see him on 
Saturday afternoons. 

Mr. Simon. How many times during that 7- or 8-year period ( ^ 

Mr! Sieberman. You are asking me a very unfair question. I don t 
Jjnow! It could be over a period of 10 years a hundred times, perhaps. 

Mr. Simon. That is fair enough. Is that your best recollection? 

Mr. SiLtBERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. About 10 times a year for 10 years ? 

Mr. Smerman. Well, they only run races a couple of months a 
year in Maryland. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know what he called you about when he called 
you on October 12, 1953 ? 

Mr. SrLBERMAN. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. That is less than a year ago. 

Mr. Silberman. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. Pie called you. Do you have a number 

Mr. Sn.BERMAN. Did he get me? 

Mr. Simon. Do you have a number LO-6-3696 ? 

Mr. SiiiBERMAN. Yes ; that is my home number in Baltimore. 

Mr. Simon. That is your home ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What would he be calling you at your home for on 
October 12 ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I don’t even know if I spoke to him. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. No. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. The telephone company doesn’t charge unless the call 
is completed, do they ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. He might have put a station call in and talked to 
my wife or son or somebody. 

Mr. Simon. Would your wife tell you if she talked to him? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Would she tell me? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Yes ; she would. 

Mr. Simon. Wliy would Clyde Powell be calling your home and 
tailking to your wile ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I don’t know. I told you that. I said it could 
have happened. You said he got somebody. I said to you I don’t 
know whether he got me or not. You are putting the answers in 
my mouth. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have a number WIL-3100 ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. No ; WIL-53 — at that time it was added to it. 
That is our office number. 

Mr. Simon. I suppose if I asked you about these calls to your office 
you wouldn’t know what those were for, either ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. No, sii\ Nobody would expect me to remember 
that. How many times were there? 

Mr. Simon. Oh, there are a number of them. 
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Mr. SiLBERMAN. You are inferring to the public that I had a hun- 
dred calls there. How many were there? 

Mr. Simon. I am asking you. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Can I ask you? Do I have the right to ask you? 

Mr. Simon. No. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I wou’t ask you then. I am not a lawer. I am 
asldng my rights as a citizen. If I don’t have the right, I won’t ask 
you. 

Mr. Simon. I am asking you how many times you called Clyde 
Powell, and I wasn’t there. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Maybe I wasn’t there. Maybe that is why they had 
to call me more often to get me. 

The Chairman. You understand why we are asking many of thest^ 
questions, do you not, is because Mr. Clyde Powell, who was the head 
man of the section 608 projects under which you built these projects, 
for many, many years was the top man, the head man. He has refused 
to testify before this committee on two occasions, and has hidden be- 
hind the fifth amendment. Therefore, we can’t get any information 
from him at all. The records show that you called him on a number of 
occasions and he called you. You hav^ already testified here now that 
you saw him possibly Saturdays at the racetracks. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I saw Mr. — — 

The Chairman. You were formerly employed by FHA when Mr. 
Powell was employed by FHA. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. That is correct. 

The Chairman. We have a lot of other information that I don’t 
have time at the moment to tell you. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I will give you all the information which I — - 

The Chairman. I know you will. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. My reputation is such that I am a truthful man. I 
am telling you everything that I know, but 

The Chairman. All we are trying to do is get the facts. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. That is fine. I don’t want an inference drawn to 
the public that I am trying to avoid anything because I am not. This 
is a public hearing, and I don’t want it slanted to the public as if I am 
hiding something. I am very anxious to convey to the public that I am 
a truthful man. 

Mr. Simon. I know you are anxious to convey that. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. You are very anxious to make it otherwise, and I 
am not going to let you do it if I can help it. 

Mr. Simon. I only want the truth from you. 

Mr. SiLBERMAjf. You will get it. 

Mr. Simon. You said a moment ago that your dealings with Clyde 
Powell were no different than anybody else who dealt with FHA. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Tliat is right. 

Mr. Simon. Is it your understanding that all the people who dealt 
with FHA called Clyde Powell evenings at his home? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. It is possible. I don’t know how he lives or how 
they live. 

Mr. Simon. You called him at home at night, didn’t you ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. How many times? 

Mr. Simon. I was about to ask you that. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I loiow. You are inferring it was a great many 
times. 
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jyir. Simon. I was about to ask you. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. You bring out there might.have been twice during 
{, years. I wouldn’t say that is more than a casual acquaintance. 

Mr. Simon. Are you prepared to say under oath that you only 
called him at home twice in 5 j^ears? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I am not prepared to say how many times I called 
him. I answered that before, and I will answer it again. 

Mr. Simon. I am only talking about calls to Clyde Powell’s home. 
How many times did you call Clyde Powell at home ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I Call him at home ? 

Mr. Simon. At his home. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Right now, I can’t remember. I might have called 
him in response to his call. If I am out of the office during the day 
and he might call and leave a message, considering the fact — — 

Mr. Simon. Well 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Will you let me answer, Mr. Simon ? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Considering the fact as the Senator says, he was 
the top man in the administration that handled billions of dollars, 
we considered it almost an order to return his call. I would have 
gone way out of my way to get him any time he called me. 

Mr. Simon. It just happens it is the other way around. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. What do you mean by that ? 

Mr. Simon. I have here that on October 4, 1953, at 8 : 38 at night you 
called Powell from your home, and you called him at his home, and 
the next morning he called you back at your home from his home. 

Mr. SiuiERMAN. AYas there a call before that, before I called him 
. during the day ? 

Mr. Simon. Not that I know of. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. It could happen, couldn’t it ? 

Mr. AhMON. I am asking you. You arc under oath, and you are 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. You Can’t take isolated cases and make a story out 
of them. 

Mr. Simon. I am asking you 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I kiiow wliat you are asking me, but I am answer- 
ing truthfully, and tell you it could have been otherwise than what 
you are trying to infer. 

Mr. Simon. I am asking you what you called Clyde Powell about. 
Mr. SiLBERMAN. I am telling you I don’t remember. Nobody else 
could expect me to remember. I gues it was some business pertaining 
to our business that I called him about, 

Mr. Simon. Are you sure it wasn’t gambling business? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I am positive. 

Mr. Simon. If you are positive gambling business 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Because I never had any transactions with him 
regarding gambling. I wouldn’t have any, and didn’t have any. 

Mr. Simon. Can you tell me what you called Clyde Powell about on 
0 .' 30, October 4, 1953, calling from your home to his home? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I told you I didn’t laiow, and I wouldn’t be ex- 
pected to know by any reasonable person. 

Mr. Simon. I didn’t ask you if you would be expected to know. 
1^0 you know what you called him for? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. No, sir. 
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Mr. Simon. On October 12, 1953, at 11 in the morning he called you 
from his home to your home. What was that call about ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. What home where ? 

Mr. Simon. Wliatever home you had where the telephone number 
was LO 6-3696. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Isn’t it perfectly possible, Mr. Simon 

Mr. Simon. I didn’t ask you whether it was perfectly possible. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I am answering it that way. 

Mr. Simon. I am asking you what he called you about. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I am going to protect myself. 

Mr. Simon. I asked you what he called you ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I don’t know. He called my office 

The Chairman. Your answer is you don’t know? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. He called at 11 in the morning. I think it fair to 
let me answer. He might have called my office and ref eiTed it to my 
home because I might not have been in the office yet. 

Mr. Simon. He called you at his home? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. I am telling you. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. You are inferring he called me at my home. I am 
trying to answer he called me at my office and called me home, maybe, 

Mr. Simon. All I am telling— — 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I know what you are telling me. I am also telling 
you our transactions are of a business nature, and I will insist on it 
very strongly. 

Mr. Simon. I know 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Not gambling business. 

Mr. Simon. I want to Imow what your business was ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I don’t know. Pertaining to our office. We did 
a great deal of business with FHA. Sometimes he called me asking 
for information and reference on people. 

The Chairman. It is now 5 o’clock. I am just wondering, inasmuch 
as it is going to take another hour or hour and a half, the way we are 
going — if you would just answer “yes” or “no” or say “I don’t 
know” 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I will do it. Senator, but I would like to conclude 
it tonight because I have got to go out of town tomorrow as we told 
you before. You know that, I will try my best to make very short 
answers if Mr. Simon will ask me in such a way he doesn’t put me at 
a disadvantage. 

The Chairman. He hasn’t asked you a single question but what you 
could answer “yes,” “no,” or “I don’t know.” 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Let us start from here, and I will try to answer 
“yes” or “no.” 

The Chairman. We have a list of many telephone calls that you 
made to Powell and he made to you. We want to know if you remem- 
ber what was said in any of those conversations. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. All right. 

The Chairman. Do you remember a single telephone call that you 
made to Mr. Powell or he made to you ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Do you mean the substance of the telephone conver- 
sation ? 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. That would be very difficult. I do not. 
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The Chairman. You just can’t remember. Your answer is you 

just can’t remember. 

^ Mr. SiLBERMAN. That is right. 

The Chairman. You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. Let us see if we 
can finish here. 

Mr. Simon. If I go through 

(There was a conference between Mr. Silberman and Counsel 
Siskind.) 

Mr. Siskind. Pardon me. 

Mr. SmBERMAN. My lawyer has suggested — is that permissible? 

The Chairjvian. What? 

Mr. Silberman. He has suggested something. 

The Chairman. Yes. All we want is the facts, and your lawyer 
and your C. P. A. can give you all the help they can. 

Mr. Silberman. He suggests he knows that Mr. Powell at different 
times called me. He knows he did call me. 

(There was a conference between Mr. Silberman and Counsel Siskind 
and Shipley.) 

Mr. Simon. Does your lawyer know better than you do what Powell 
called you about? 

Mr. Silberman. He could. I have told him. He is refreshing my 
memory. 

Mr. Simon. Fine. 

Mr. Silberman. I am answering your question. 

Mr. Simon. Fine. 

Mr. Silberman. I am saying Mr. Powell called me a few times ask- 
ing me whether I was going to use my box on a particular day that he 
had some guests, could he use my box and I gave him .permission to use 
it a few times. That I do recall. That is anwering your question, 
Senator, the substance of conversation. 

The Chairman. Yes ; the same question Simon asked you. 

Mr. Simon. How many times did that happen ? 

Mr. Silberman. I don’t know. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. How many times ? 

Mr. Silberman. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. Once or twice, 20 or 30 times ? 

Mr. Silberman. A few times. 

Mr. Simon. Is that once or twice or 20 or 30 times ? 

Mr. Silberman. Three^ four, five, six times. I don’t know. 

The Chairman. That is a sufficient answer. 

Mr. Simon. Now we have some telephone calls that you made from 
Florida to his home at the Sheraton Park Hotel in Washington. Do 
you know what those were for ? 

Mr. Silberman. Sheraton Park Hotel? 

The Chairman. Used to be tlie Wardman Park. 

Mr. Silberman. I didn’t know that. ^ 

Mr. Simon. They changed the name. 

Mr. Silberman. The same answer. I don’t know. He might have 
called my office. 

Mr. Simon. These are cases where you called him from Florida at 
ms hotel. 

. The Chairman. You called him, you see, from Florida at his home, 
in the Wardman Park Hotel in Washington. 
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Mr. SiLBERMAN. I am answering that he most likely had called my 
office in Baltimore, and when I communicated with my office tliey said 
Mr. Powell has called you and I would return the call. 

The Chairman. In other words, you think what happened was that 
he called your Baltimore office ? 

Mr. Silberman. That is right. 

The Chairman. And then they told hiin 

Mr. Simon. Are you saying under oath that is what happened? 

Mr. Silberman. I say that most likely happened. I am not saying 
any particular definite thing happened. I can’t remember that. I 
know at times it did occur that way. I will put it to you that way. 

Mr. Simon. And at times it didn’t? 

Mr. Silberman. I won’t say that. 

Mr. Simon. Suppose we have a situation where you called him from 
Florida at his hotel and he hadn’t called you at Baltimore. What 
would that be for? 

Mr. Silberman. It could happen that I talked to my office. You are 
only making me guess. 

The Chairman. Your answer is you do not remember what you 
discussed ? 

Mr. Silberman. That is right. 

The Chairman. We may proceed, then. 

Mr. Simon. Now, going to Uplands B Apartments; do you recall 
that building ? 

Mr. Silberman. May I interrupt, Mr. Simon, to correct 

Mr. Simon. No. 

Mr. Silberman. I Imow, but you have gone away from a figure 
that is incorrect. I think I should be able to correct a figure you 
have in front of you. 

Mr. Simon. I have no figures. 

Mr. Silberman. You took figures, the amount of differentiation on 
the first deal, and you forgot an item of $120,000. 

Mr. Simon. I didn’t forget anything. I asked your accountant 

Mr. Silberman. You said he was answering the question. 

Mr. Simon. Don’t tell me I forgot something. 

Mr. Silberman. Let us say we forgot something. 

Mr. Spero. May I interject something? At one point quite a bit 
earlier you said you wanted to stick with that first mortgage commit^ 
ment, and you didn’t want to know anything about the $120,000. 

Mr. Simon. I never heard of the $120,000. 

Mr. Spero. I think if you will reread that you will find it. 

The Chairman. "What is the $120,000? 

Mr. Silberman. lYhen the building was completed we asked perm«- 
sion of the FHA, and we had to get permission to convert a certain 
number of apartments to smaller apartments, and we converted 50 
apartments and made 100 apartments out of it, and that cost us 
$120,021.71, which went into the total cost of the job. 

Mr. Simon. That was not called for by the plans that FHA 
approyed ? 

Mr. Silberman. No; it was not. 

Mr. Simon. After the building was done you decided to spend some 
more money ? 
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Mr. SiLBERMAN. Diie to the fact that the rental program was not 
successful at the beginning, we thought this would improve it, and it 
did. We rented tJie property. 

Mr. Simon. Our statement is still correct, that the cost of the project 
that FHA authorized 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Technically you are right, but practically you are 
wrong. It went out of my pocket. You want to know what went in 
and what went out. I tell you. 

Mr. Simon. You might have bought your wife a mink coat, too. 
Mr. SiLBERMAN. I did. I bought her a minlc coat and I hope I will 
be able to afford to buy her more. I hope you will be able to do it. 
Wlien you leave this thing I hope you will get a job and make a lot 
' of money and work hard like I did. 

The Chairman. You are being just a little cocky, if I may say so. 
We do not appreciate it. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I apologize, sir. 

The Chairman. Wq are trying to do an honest job of this investi- 
gation, and trying to get the facts. You ought to be able to answer 
3ie questions “yes” or “no,” or if you don’t know just simply say so, 
“I do not know.” 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I apologize, sir. 

The Chairman. We are trying to get the facts. You did build, and 
the FHA, the Federal Government, did guarantee several million dol- 
lars worth of mortgages for your projects. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I apologize. Senator. 

The Chairman. As a result of that we are entitled to the facts. 
That is all we want. 

• Mr. SiLBERMAN. In getting the facts is it worthwhile for Mr. Simon 
to say my wife might have bought a mink coat ? It works both ways. 
He took a crack at me. It is human nature to talk about. 

I apologize. 

The Chairman. You said you spent $120,000. You did. 

Mr. Simon. It wasn’t called for by the plans and specifications of 
the project FHA approval. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. That is right. The net result was we had $120,000 
less. 

The Chairman. Did you get the morfgage increased by $120,000? 
Mr. SiLBERMAN. No, Sir. 

The Chairman. You did not? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. No, sir. 

The Chairman. After it was all over and the project was built you 
decided it would make a better project if you would spend an addi- 
tional $120,000 ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. That is right. 

The Chairman. And you did ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. That is right. ' 

The Chairman. All right. Maybe that is the way to say it. 

Mr. SiLBEiiMAN. I am sorry, sir. That is why you are a Senator 
and I am not. You can put it better. 

Mr. Simon. In Uplands B Apartments who owned the stock in 
that? 
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Mr. SiiiBERMAN. The setup was exactly the same. That was a 
shorter time than the other. 

Mr. Stmon. What was the amount of the mortgage ? 

Mr. SiiiBERMAN. May I turn it over to Mr. Spero f 

Mr. Simon. Do you know ? 

Mr. SiiiBERMAN. I will read it. I would prefer that my acocuntant 
read the figures. Have you any objection ? 

The Chairman. We will permit your accountant to give us the 
figures. 

Mr. Simon. Do you agree that the answers he will give will be 
accepted by you as the right answers ? 

Mr. SiiiBERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Spero. Thank you. 

The Chairman. You may proceed. 

Mr. Simon. What was the amount? 

Mr. Spero. $3,900,000. 

The Chairman. Was there a premium ? 

Mr. Spero. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost to the Silberman interests of build- 
ing that building, not including any profits they paid themselves, but 
including the cost of the land, the cost of the buildings, interest, and 
everything else? 

Mr. Spero. Do you want to go through the same procedure that we 
went on the other one because we dimi’t build our figures up that 
way? 

The Chairman. Don’t you know what the total costs were? 

Mr. Spero. Yes. We have $3,274,243.57. 

Mr. Simon. Say that again. 

Mr. Spero. $3,274,243.67. 

Mr. Simon. Does that includes the land ? 

Mr. Spero. That includes the land. 

Mr. Simon. Does it include interest and carrying charges ? 

Mr. Spero. It does not. 

Mr. Simon. What are the interest and carrying charges? 

Mr. Spero. $243,200. 

Mr. Simon. Was that actually paid out for interest and carrying 
charges ? 

Mr. Spero. I will give you the same answer I gave before. I cannot 
answer that now properly. 

Mr. Simon. That isn’t the amount of interest and carrying charges, 
then? 

Mr. Spero. It is the amount set up. What was actually paid out, 
I don’t know. I can’t answer it any differently from the previous 
answer. 

Mr. Simon. The $3,274,000, was any of that profit to Mr. Silberman 
or his partner ? 

Mr. Spero. By profit do you mean was any of that salaries? 

Mr. Simon. Or profit on land or anything else. 

Mr. Spero. Well, on the same basis you discussed the A proposition. 
This project was completed some time early in 1950. During that 
particular fiscal year, Mr. Silberman and his partner, Mr. DeChario, 
took out in the form of salaries, $38,400. Now you must remember, 
they were not long engaged in other things. 
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Hr. Simon. All I am asking you is how much of the $3,274,000 that 
you said was the cost of constructing this building they made to 
themselves. 

Mr. Spero. You can’t answer it that way. In other words, they were . 
engaged in other construction jobs. They were doing other things.. 
They were managing other properties. We made no allocation 

The Chairman, miat percentage of the total salaries do you think 
ought to be allocated to this one project? 

Mr. Spero. I can’t answer that. I haven’t got any figures to sub- 
stantiate that. 

Mr. Simon. Can you give us the breakdown of who got this 
$3,274,000? 

]yir. Spero. Quite a substantial amount of subcontractors, various 
people. Answering along the same lines you did on your Apartments 
A, there was a land cost in there and there was a salary cost. 

Mr. Simon. All right. I want to know who got this $3,274,000. 

Mr. Spero. Do you want the names of every single person ? 

Mr. Simon. If you gave us the names of every single person it would 
show how much of it went to Mr. Silberman. 

Mr. Silberman. None of it went to me, why not make it easy. 

Mr. Simon. He just testified under oath some did. 

Mr. Silberman. Except a salary. I am trying to shorten it up. 
None of it. 

Mr. Simon. We don’t care which of you wants to testify, but I don’t 
see any point in your contradicting each other. 

Mr. Silberman. We are not. We are just misstating what he said. 

Mr. Spero. For practical purposes 

Mr. Simon. That wasn’t our question about practi 9 al purposes. 

Mr. Spero. May I answer my own way, then ? 

The Chairman. Yes; answer in your own way and let’s see what 
it is. 

Mr. Spero. These 2 officers took a salary during that particular 
year of $38,400, which we were charged against that particular con- 
struction figure of $3,274,243.57. In other words, it is included in 
that figure. 

Mr. SiMONi You charged it against this job? 

Mr. Spero. That is exactly correct. ' 

Mr. Simon. How much profit did they make on the sale of the 
land? 

Mr. Spero. The land was taken in at $160,000. 

Mr. Simon. What did it cost them ? 

Mr. Spero. At that particular time, deducting all of our cost factors, 
and all of our acreage factors against the full tract that was pur- 
chased, we had a cost of $72,728.24, and at that time we had remaining 
over 63 acres, so approximately there might have been $1,200 an acre- 
age cost. There were 24 acres used against this particular project, 
substantially there was around $29,000 of cost against $160,000 of 
selling price. 

Mr. Simon. So $131,000 was profit? 

Mr. Spero. Substantially. You must remember that — I will with- 
draw that. 

Mr. Simon. Is that right? We only want to know what happened. 

(Conference between Mr. Siskind and Mr. Spero.) 
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Mr. Simon. Is that right? 

Mr. Spero. For these purposes I would let it stand at that 
that we just said. In other words, substantially $130,000. 

Mr. Semon. Are you saying, Mr. Auditor, that the total cost of this 
project was $3,274,243, plus an amount that you can’t describe, but 
that is not more than $243,200 for interest and carrying charges? b 
t hat right ? 

Mr. Spero. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And includes in that, included in that is $38,400 that 
they paid themselves for salary and $131,000 that they paid them- 
selves for the land in excess of what the land had cost them ? Is that 
right ? 

Mr. Spero. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. So that on a net basis, the entire cost of the project, in- 
cluding interest and carrying charges, was not more than $3,348,0001 

Mr. Spero. Let me go slowly with you on that. We started off with 
$3,274,243.57. You want to deduct from that 

Mr. Simon. I don’t want to do anj^hing. 

Mr. Spero. What is your question then ? 

Mr. Simon. You say the interest and carrying charges were not 
more than $243,200. 

Mr. Spero. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And that included in that is $38,400 they paid them- 
selves in salaries, and $131,000 that they paid themselves in profit 
on the land ? 

Mr. Spero. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Then the net cost of the land, the buildings and the 
interest and the carrying charges and everything else would be 
$3,348,000; is tnat right? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. May I ask the question, sir? 

The Chairman. You may. 

Mr. Simon. I would like to get an answer to my question first. 

The Chairman. Let him answer the question. Then you may ask. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. While he is figuring I can say it. 

The Chairman. Just a minute, please. 

Mr. Spero. I have a figure the most it could have cost them was 
$3,408,000. I could be wrong. 

Mr. Simon. $3,408,000? 

Mr. Spero. Yes ; on the basis upon which you are figuring. In other 
words, I took my $3,274,243.57. I added on to that the $243,200 of 
carrying charges. That gave me $3,517,443. I deducted from that 
the total of salaries of $38,400 and $131,000. That is $3,448,043. 

Mr. Simon. Are you sure it isn’t 

Mr. Spero. $3,348,000. 

Mr. Simon. $3,348,000 ? 

Mr. Spero. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. The difference between the total cost and mortgage is 
$552,000; is that right? 

Mr. Spero. I beg your pardon ? 

Mr. Simon. The difference between the total costs and the mortgage 
is $552,000 ? Subtract 

Mr. Spero. I am doing that now. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. That is correct; isn’t it? 

Mr. Spero. That is correct. 
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The Chairman. Well, then, the proceeds of the mortgage was 
$552,000 more than the total cost of the entire project; is that correct? 
Mr. Spero. That is right. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Can I ask my question now ? 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. Silberman. By your method of computation, is the committee’s 

theory that salaries paid to active employees on the job 

The Chairman. Grive them the $38,000. Then it is around $500,000. 
We never have done it, but in this case we will do it. It is still five- 
hiindred-some-thousand dollars. 

Mr. Silberman. By your method of computation, an official of the 
company 

Mr. Simon. Wlien you mow your lawn, who pays you for it? 

Mr. SiLBi]RMAN. That is not a parallel. You couldn’t get one person 
in a million to agree you are correct in that question. 

Mr. Simon. My question was when you mow your lawn, who pays 
you for it? Who pays you for mowing your lawn ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Nobody pays me to breathe either, but I have to 
breathe. 

Mr. Simon. My question is. Who paid you for mowing your lawn ? 
Mr. SiLBERMAN. 1 aiii not going to answer the question. 

The Chairman. We are having the same trouble here that we have 
witli all witnesses on these section 608 mortgaging outs ; namely, that 

our position is that you own the project. You own 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I was only asking a question then. 

The Chairman. It is yours. You haven’t sold it. You own it. 
Therefore, anything that you did in behalf of it, you were working 
. for yourself. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. May I ask you this, I won’t digress another minute. 
In my business where there is an official of the company running a 
company or part of it and he gives his active time to tne company 
and he makes a chair, the chair belongs to him when it is finished.. 
Is the cost of his time in the cost of that chair or not? That is a 
parallel 100 percent. I would like to ask one more question. Now you 
can wipe it off. 

The other question was — I forgot it — I have to laugh at myself. 
Oh, yes. In the value of the land, technically, these land costs are 
correct. 

Now I am asking you again for information as to how you compute. 
If we take a tract of land, you *see, Mr. Simon is getting the par cost 
of the land from my accountant. 

The Chairman. He got exactly what you paid for it. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Yes, but he refuses to add to it or maybe we haven’t 
put it correctly, all the utilities. 

The Chairman. He has not. That was in your cost. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. No; that we brought. Nq. I don’t mean in the 
cost of construction, that we brought to the land ; not the actual con- 
struction cost that went into the project itself, but the utilities brought 
to the whole tract and we have to allocate, that per acre, every builder 
and every investor has to do that. We haven’t done that. 

Mr. Simon. We wanted the total. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. You asked par costs and he gave it to you. 

Mr. Simon. We asked for total cost to you of the land, whatever it 
cost. 
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Mr. SiLBERMAN. We will leave the figures as they are. You haven’t 
taken them. We don’t want to waste any more time. We made that 
much money according to you. 

The Chairman. You made — let me see if we are correct — the total 
proceeds of the mortgage guaranteed by the Government was $552,000 
more than the total costs, all your costs of building the project. 

Now, accepting that you think you ought to have credit for $38,000 
in salaries. Personally I am going to give you credit for it at the 
moment. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Thank you, sir. 

The Chairman. Then you think you should be given credit for 
some land value. I will give you another $100,000 for that. That is 
$138,000 off of $552,000. Then what have you got? You still have 
got $300,000 some. 

Mr. Shjberman. That is right. 

The Chairman. More than the total proceeds of the mortgage, above 
all costs. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. We admit it. 

The Chairman. On a Government FELA.-guaranteed mortgage and 
you still own the property. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Did you pay a dime of income tax on that excess of 
funds that you had left over? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. It is in surplus. Nothing has been distributed. 

The Chairman. Did you pay any income tax on it ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Not as yet, but we will have to. It is only a method 
of paying it. 

Mr. Simon. Did you pay any income taxes on it? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I say no, but I qualify it. May I explain it? 

Mr. Simon. What you did 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Are you telling me what I did or are you ask- 
ing me? 

The Chairman. You tell us, 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. You are asking and answering everything. 

The Chairman. Mr. Silberman, did you pay any income tax? 

Mr. Silberman. No. May I answer? 

Mr. Simon. What year did this money come to you ? 

Mr. Silberman. Spero, what year did we get the final payment? 

Mr. Spero. You are talking about the B job. That was completed 
in February 1950. 

Mr. Simon. February? 

Mr, Spero. February 1950. 

Mr. Silberman. Is that B ? „ 

Mr. Spero. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Completed 4 years ago. When did you file your 1950 
income-tax return? 

Mr. Spero. April 30. 

Mr. Simon. 1951? 

Mr. Spero. 1950. They are on fiscal year ending April 30. 

Mr. Simon. You still haven’t paid any income taxes on that money ? 

Mr. Silberman. You will get it. You know you will get it. This 
is being slanted all over. Whenever we take a buck out you will get it. 
It is being slanted. We keep it. We pay it out. 

Mr. Simon. Is it true you haven’t paid any income tax ? 
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Mr. SiLBERMAN. Yes. ^ 

The Chairman. Did you know tli6 law said 90 percent oi the 

Commissioner’s estimated cost of these projects? That was the 
amount the mortgage was to be for? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Can I answer that? 

The Chairman. Yes, just answer me if you knew that. Did you 
Imow that? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. The law says 

The (hiAiRMAN. 90 percent of the Commissioner’s estimated cost ot 

the replacement value. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. That is right. 

The Chairman. Did you know that ? . . . 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. It is right on the application, isn’t it? 

' The Chairman. Yes. You knew that was the law, didn't you? 
You knew that was the law ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Ycs, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you Imow that tlie Commissioner’s estimate of 
cost was to be as close as possible to the actual costs of efficient 
builders? 

Mr. Spero. Are you interpreting the language? 

Mr. Simon. No. I am quoting verbatim the language of the act of 
Congress. 

The Chairman. That is the language of the act. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Just a moment, sir. 

(Conference between Mr. Silberman and Mr. Siskind.) 

The Chairman. Did you know that? 

Mr. Silberman. Yes. sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you know that? 

Mr. Silberman. You are again picking out one line. Let’s get the 
whole law. 

Mr. Simon. I am picking out one act of Congress. 

Mr. Silberman. I know, but you are picking one line out of one 
act. 

Mr. Simon. I am not. 

Mr. Silberman. Let me answer you, sir. 

Mr. iMMON. I am asking you if you knew that the Congress 

Mr. Silberman. Included, but you Were supposed to get a 10-per- 
cent builder’s profit plus architect’s fee wdiich you are ignoring a 
hundred percent. 

Mr. Simon. There is notliing in the act of Congress that says that. 
Mr. Silberman. Yes; it does. 

Ml’. Simon. Where does it say that? 

Mr. Silberman. In our application it says that. 

-Ml’. Simon. I am talking about the act of Congress. 

Mr. Silberman. You file an application 

Mr. Simon. Now wait a minute. Let’s answer one question at a 
time. 

Mr. Silberman. You asked me a fair question, sir. 

Mr. Simon. I asked where does it say in the statute in the act of 
Con gross that you are entitled to anything? 

Mr. Silberman. I can’t answer that. I am not a lawyer. I haven’t 
read the act of Congress. 

Mr. Simon. Now, I ask you, did you know that in 1947, the Con- 
groAs passed an amendment to the act, and all the amendment said 
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was just two sentences and all it said was that the estimate of cost 
was to be as close as possible to the actual cost of efficient builders? 

Did you know that? 

Mr. Selberman. If you say it and it is true 

Mr. Simon. I am interested in whether you knew it. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I haven’t read it. 

The Chairman. Your answer is you did not know? 

Mr. ShiBERman. That is right. 

The Chairman. Did you know you could not have got this morb- 
gage that we talked about here, which was five hundred some thousand 
dollars more than the total costs unless FHA had approved it? 

Mr. Silberman. Senator, I am sorry; I didn’t catch it. I apolo- 
gize. 

The Chairman. Did you know you couldn’t have got this amount 
of money from the proceeds of the mortgage if FHA had not ap- 
proved it? 

Mr. Silberman. That is correct. They had to approve it. May I 
qualify my answer, sir? 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. Silberman. As a builder, and I think an efficient builder, what 
we were interested in was to supply plans and specifications to the 
FHA, in which they would base their appraisal, and as a builder, on 
the application it stated very plainly, “builder’s fee and architect’s 
fee.” 

The Chairman. That is correct. They allowed you 5 percent for 
architect’s fee and 5 percent builder’s fee. That would be a hundred 
percent. 

Mr. Silberman. That is right. 

The Chairman. That would mean you would get back all of your 
money. 

Mr. Silberman. That is right. 

The Chairman. You got back $552,000 more than all your money. 

Mr. Siskind. I thought we agreed to $400,000. 

The Chairman. I reduced it. O. K. 

Mr. Silberman. Now, Senator 

Mr. Simon. You haven’t answered the question. 

The Chairman. All we are trying to do, Mr. Silberman, in this 
investigation is to get the facts and simply show what happened under 
section 608. That is all. 

Mr. Silberman. All right, I am satisfied. 

The Chairman. We have shown in two instances here where your 
mortgaging out amounted to how much? 

Mr. Simon. $228,000 in the first and $552,000 in the second, or a 
total of $738,000. 

The Chairman. On just two projects. Let’s go on to the other two. 
You, of course, dispute that. You say maybe it is a couple of hun- 
dred thousand dollars less, to which we didn’t agree, but then even if 
you are right ; why, it is still five-hundred-some-thousand dollars. 

Mr. Silberman. You are( being generous, sir. Fine. Thank yon. 
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The Chairman. I tliink we had better recess until 9 : 30 tomorrow 
morning. I think we are getting a little tired. 

jir. Siuberman. Senator, can’t we do it now ? 

The Chairman. No. We can’t finish. 

Mr. Simon. We can’t finish in a half-hour. 

The Chairman. We can’t finish in a half-hour. We are getting 
awfully tired. We have been at this all day. We will recess untu 
9:30 tomorrow morning, and our first witness will be Mr. Silberman. 

(Whereupon, at 5:30 p. m., the committee recessed, to reconvene 
at 9: 30 a. m., Friday, September 24, 1954.) 
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FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 24, 1954 

United States Senate, 

Banking and Currency Com^iittee, 

Detroit^ Mich. 

The committee met, pursuant to recess, at 9 : 30 a. m.. Senator Homer 
E. CapeharL chairman, presiding. 

Present : Senator Capehart. 

Also present: William Simon, general counsel, and Clarence E, 
Dinkins, assistant counsel, FHA investigation. 

The Chairman. The committee will please come to order. 

Our first witness will be a continuation of Mr. Silberman this 
morning. 

TESTIMONY OF SAUL SILBERMAN, UPLAND APARTMENTS, BALTI- 
MORE, MD., ACCOMPANIED BY. A. HERMAN SISKIND AND CARL L. 

SHIPLEY, COUNSEL, AND SIDNEY G. SPERO, ACCOUNTANT— 

Resumed 

The Chairman. Mr. Silberman, I think we can finish with you 
fairly quickly if we can ascertain about three things : No. 1, we have 
two more projects that we want to get the amount oi the total cost and 
the amount of the total proceeds or the mortgage. I want to tell you 
what we want. If I tell you in advance maybe we can get through 
quicker. We have two more projects. We want you to tell us the 
total cost of construction and total amount of the mortgage proceeds. 
Thp we want to find out as a matter of a pattern, in order to help us in 
legislation, this one thing : 

You made the statement in executive session that you would not 
have built these section 608 projects if you did not feel you could make 
money on the mortgages. We want to know a little more about that. 

Secondly, you did receive from these section 608 projects consid- 
erably more money from the proceeds of the mortgage than the total 
cost. I presume we can easily get into a big argmnent here as to 
whether it is X amount or X amount. It doesn't make any dif- 
ference as to the principle. I don’t think we wont to argue with you 
over $100,000 or $200,000 one way or the other. We are talking about 
the principle— the idea that you did get more' from the proceeds of the 
mortgage than the total cost, and then we are interested in what you 
did with this money. 

You loaned this money, and to whom you loaned it; for example, 
we are interested in that, to see if there is some pattern here that 
requires legislation or requires better FHxA administration in the 
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future, as to whom you loaned this money that you received beyond 
the total cost of the project out of the proceeds of the mortgage. 

Now, if we can get through those three things pretty quickly here 
we can go. ’ 

Mr. Counsel, you may proceed, then. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Silbermaii, are you connected with the Meade 
Heights Wherry project? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Who is the owner of that property? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Meade Heights, Inc., owns the property. 

Mr. Simon. Who are the stockholders of Meade Heights, Inc. ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Reece Contractors own the stock. 

Mr. Simon. What is the capital stock of Meade Heights, Inc. ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Right here, Senator, I would like to make a state- 
ment. 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I appreciate the fact you say this investigation is 
a cure-all, so to speak. In order to do that, I think you should get 
all the facts. When you have a question directed at you, it is very 
difficult to give you the facts. When I am asked a question, and I 
t hink this is very, very important, what is the capital stock of the 
company, that insinuates that that is the total capital in the com- 
pany. I would like to make a statement 

The Chairman. Mr. Silberman, it is an honest statement. What 
is the capital stock? Now, when you get through answering that, the 
next question is, we will say, how much did you loan the company, and 
you can answer that and then the next question will be : Have all the 
loans been repaid ? 

Mr. Silberman. Fine. I am asked the question : How much I in- 
vested in the company. If I am asked the question 

Mr. Simon. You weren’t asked that question. 

Mr. Silberman. I say if I am asked it. 

The Chairman. Mr. Silberman, please ; frankly, we have had more 
trouble with you than any witness I think since we have been on this 
trip. 

Mr. Silberman. It is very important to me to preserve my reputa- 
tion. 

The Chairman. It is very important to us also that the American 
people know the facts. 

Mr. Silberman. It is very important to know all the facts. 

The Chairman. Let me say this to you : It is very important when 
I look at this statement before us here and find that money guaranteed 
by the Federal Government on mortgages has gone, to be loaned to race 
tracks, Randall Park Jockej/’ Club~it is very important to me and 
very important to the American people. 

Let’s proceed in order. If you don’t want to answer the questions, 
say so. 

Mr. Silberman. I will answer questions if you will let me answer 
fully. 

The Chairman. We will let you answer the questions, but we won’t 
let you cover up. I am going to say this: You possibly wouldn’t 
have been here if you hadn’t, in executive session, said you wouldn’t 
have built these projects if you couldn’t have made money out of the 
mortgages. 
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Mr. SiLBERMAN. That is a truthful statement. 

The Chairman. Of course, it is a truthful statement on your part, 
but is it a violation of the law, too ? 

Hr. SiLBERMAN. I think it is. 

The Chairman. That is a matter of opinion ? 

Mr. Silberman. That is right. 

The Chairman. Let’s proceed. If you don’t care to answer the 
questions, you say so, and we will 

Mr. Silberman. I will answer all questions. 

Mr. Simon. The pending question is what is the capital stock of 
Meade Heights, Inc.? 

Mr. Silberman. $2,000. 

Mr. Simon. What is the capital stock of Reece Contractors ; is that 
the name of it? 

Mr. Silberman. Reece Contractors, Inc. 

Mr. Simon. What is the capital stock of that? 

Mr. Silberman. Senator, this hesitation 

The Chairman. Mr. Silberman, you worked for FHA at one time ? 

Mr. Silberman. Seventeen years ago, Senator, for a very short 

Chairman. You got $2,600 a year? 

Mr. Silberman. That innuendo that that had something to do with 
this is what I don’t like. 

The Chairman. You ought 

Mr. Silberman. I left them 17 years ago when section 608 wasn’t 
thought of by anybody. That is what I resent. 

The Chairman. I don’t know how you can resent facts. 

Mr. Silberman. Seventeen years ago I left them, the fact remains. 

The Chairman. Yes, you did. 

Mr. Silberman, Let’s get that in the testimony — $1,000. 

Mr. Simon. You complained bitterly about that, Mr. Silberman. I 
would like to remind you that I asked you the date wliich you went to 
work for FHA and the date you left. Nobody tried to conceal when 
it happened. 

Mr. Silberman, That is right. The papers write an article about 
ex-FHA employee makes windfall. That is a slanted article what I 
am talking about, not you. I am talking about how the facts get over 
to the public. 

Mr. Simon. If you answer questions we will get everything in the 
record. 

Mr. Silberman. All right, but when you criticize me, I can 
answer it. 

Mr. Simon. What was the capital stock of Reece Contractors? 

Mr. Silberman. $1,000. 

Mr. Simon. Who were the stockholders of Reece Contractors ? 

Mr. Silberman. The same as Uplands. \ 

Mr. Simon. You 50 percent and DeChario 50 percent? 

Mr. Silberman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Where did the word “Reece” come from ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAisf. It means nothing. 

Mr. Simon. Where does it come from ? 

Mr. Silberman. It is the name of a road where we built the prop- 
erty. 
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Mr. Simon. Who advanced the money to Reece Contractors that it 
used to get the project started? 

That IS the question you were the one who wanted us to ask, about 
the money loaned to the company. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I am checking from the record. You don’t expect 
me to remember all these things. 

Mr. Simon. I am asking you who loaned the money. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I am checking to make sure I get the correct aii' 
swer. I am asking my accountant. I don’t see anything wrong with 
that. 

(Conference between Mr. Silberman and Mr. Spero.) 

Mr. SiLBERAiAN. My accountant tells me we had a revolving fund 
which we used for our different enterprises. It came from the revolv- 
ing fund. 

Mr. Simon. Where is the revolving fund? 

The Chairman. What was the corporation the revolving fund 
was in? 

Mr. Silberman. Uplands, Inc. 

Mr. Simon. Uplands, Inc., loaned the money to Reece ; is that what 
you are telling us ? 

Mr. Silberman. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Was that the money left over from the mortgages on 
the other projects? 

Mr. Silberman. Mr. Simon, Uplands built a great number of houses. 

Mr. Simon. Did that money that Uplands, Inc., loaned to Reece 
come out of the same bank account in which you deposited the money 
left over from the other section 608 mortgages ? 

Mr. Silberman. The money left over from the other section 608 
mortgages went into Uplands, Inc., which had considerable funds 
from other enterprises. 

Mr. Simon. Out of this same bank account you loaned the money 
to Reece to start this project ? 

Mr. Silberman, Tnat is right. Why don’t we take Fairfax, built 
ahead of Reece ? 

Mr. Simon. Was this Meade Heights project built on Government 
land? 

Mr. SmBERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What is the rent? 

Mr. Silberman. You mean the rental we paid the United States 
Government for the lease ? 

’ Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. SnnERMAN. It is a very small amount, less than $1,000 a year; 
$720. 

Mr. Simon. $720 a year? 

Mr. Silberman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What is the term of the lease? 

Mr. Silberman. Seventy-five years. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost of constructing that property? 

Mr. Silberman. Yes, sir, Mr. Simon, we got into actual figures. 

Mr. Simon. I just asked you 

Mr. Silberjian. Just let me answer you^ will you, please, sir? You 
asked me, I said yes, sir, when we got into actual figures I asked 
permission to let the accountant answer as to figures because we got 
through faster. Can I do the same thing today ? 
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Mr. Simon. If you don’t laiow and he does. 

Mr. Silberman. He has the figures. I don’t loiow. Would you 
permit him to answer ? 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost? 

Mr. Spero. $2,361,482. 

Mr. Simon. Does that include interest and carrying charges ? 

Mr. Spero. That does not. 

Mr. Simon. What were the interest and carrying charges? 

Mr. Spero. $176,302. Wlien I say what they were, the way these 
things were set up there, it was a reservation paade for the project 
analysis for that amount. As I told you yesterday, at this time I 
can’t analyze it to give you the exact amount expended for those. 

Mr. Simon. You don^’t know what the interest and carrying charges 
were, but it is not more than $176,000 ? 

Mr. Spero. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Were there any other costs in connection with con- 
structing that building? 

Mr. Spero. No. 

Mr. Simon. That is total cost? 

Mr. Spero. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. So the total cost is not more than $2,537,000? 

Mr. Spero. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What was the amount of the mortgage ? 

Mr. Spero. $2,832,800. 

Mr. Simon. So the total costs were $296,000 less than the amount 
of the mortgage ? 

Mr. Spero. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Does your accountant also have the figures on Fairfax 
Gardens, Mr. Silberman? 

Mr. Silberman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Fairfax Gardens, Inc., is owned by whom? 

Mr. Silberman. Same as Uplands. 

Pardon me, sir. 

(Conference between Silberman and Spero.) 

Mr. Silberman. Same stockholders as Uplands, Inc. 

Mr. Simon. Is it owned by Uplands, Inc., or is it owned by the stock- 
holders alone? 

Mr. Siskind. Stockholders. 

Mr. Simon. Who built Fairfax Gardens? 

Mr. Silberman. Uplands, Inc. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost to Uplands, Inc., of building the 
project? 

Mr. Silberman. Mr. Spero will answer that. 

Mr. Spero. $1,478,706.38. 

Mr. Simon. Does that include the land ? 

Mr. Spero. It does. ^ 

Mr. Simon. Does it include the land at the cost from the last 
stranger ? 

Mr. Spero. That is right, from the last stranger. 

Mr. Simon. Does that include interest and carrying charges? 

Mr. Spero. That does not. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know what the interest and carrying charges 
were? 

Mr. Spero. $73,143. 
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Mr. Simon. Is that the actual amount ? 

Mr. Spero. I will give vou the same answer as I gave previously. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know what they are, but not to exceed 
$73,000? 

Mr. Spero. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Were there any other costs in construction in connection 
with that project? 

Spero iSfo sir 

Mr. Simon. Total cost was $1,551,000; is that right? 

Mr. Spero. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What was the amount of the mortgage? 

Mr. Spero. $1,505,800. 

Mr. Simon. Was there a premium on the mortgage? 

Mr. Spero. I think Mr. Silberman should answer that. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know? 

Mr. Silberman. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know ? 

Mr. Spero. I don’t know of my own knowledge. 

Mr. Silberman. It was 2 percent to be paid as follows, one-half of 
1 percent to be paid at time of delivery of mortgage, and one-half of 
1 percent at the end of second, third, and fourth years thereafter. 

Mr. Simon. MHien was the project completed? 

Mr. Silberman. December 21, 1951. 

Mr. Simon. Two percent would be roughly $30,000; is that right? 

Mr. Silberman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Incidentally, was there a premium ? 

Mr. Silberman. That went to the holding company. It did not go 
to the construction company. 

Mr. Simon. The same people owned both companies; didn’t they; is 
that right? 

Mr. Silberman. It doesn’t go into the fund of the construction 
company. 

Mr. Simon. The same people own both companies ? 

Mr. Silberman. Let’s get the facts right. 

Mr. Simon. I am trying to. The same people own both companies? 

Mr. Silberman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Was there a premium on the Meade Heights project? 

Mr. Silberman. No. 

Mr. Simon. This is the only one you got a premium on ? 

Mr. Silberman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. So that your total cost here was $16,000 more than the 
total proceeds of the mortgage, disregarding your transactions within 
the companies? 

Mr. Silberman. Wait a minute. What transactions within the com- 
pany are you talking about ? Don’t let’s leave it open as if there was 
any. 

Mr. Simon. You just told me the premium went to one company 

Mr. SiiJiERMAN. You are talking about the premium itself. I 
thought you meant we were covering up some price somewhere. I 
don’t want any innuendoes. There is no coverage here of any kind at 
any time. 

Mr. Simon. I was trying to give you the benefit of the fact that some 
of the money went to one company and some went to another. 

Mr. Silberman. Fine. Thank you, sir. 
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Mr. Simon. The total cost there was $16,000 more than the total 
mortgage proceeds. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Yes. Let’s say that loudly. We lost money on 
that one. 

Mr. Simon. You still own the project, don’t you? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. It is your building? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. That is right. It will take a long time before we 
see any money out of it, if ever. 

Mr. Simon. On the 4 projects, including the 1 you say you lost 

money on, but still own, I would say you had $16,000 invested in 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Fine 

Mr. Simon. Including the project you had $16,000 invested in, in 
the 4 projects, the total excess of mortgage proceeds over cost is roughly 
$1 million; is that right ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. That is about right. 

Mr. Simon. Now, that excess of cost over mortgage proceeds re- 
mained in Uplands, Inc.; is that right? 

Mr. SiiAiERMAN. Ujilands and Reece, both. 

Mr. Simon. It remained in Uplands and Reece. 

The CiiAiRiMAN. We don’t have a copy. Let’s have your April 30 
restatement, will you, please ? Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Simon. It was not distributed to the stockholders by way of 
dividends? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And for that reason no income taxes have ever been 
paid on that $1 million ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Among the things that has been done with this money 
is $430,000 loaned to the Randall Park Jockey Club, Inc. ; is that right? 
Mr. SiLBERMAN. Are you talking about Uplands or Reece? 

Mr. Simon. Uplands, Inc. I have before me what purports to be 
an April 30, 1954, balance sheet of Uplands, Inc., which shows a total 

of $504,355.45 owing from Randall 

The Chairman. $430,000 

Mr. Simon. Randall Park Jockey Club; is that right? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Not quite. There was a transaction between Up- 
lands, Inc., which is our construction company, which has other funds 
in addition to the funds which they received from our 608 projects. 

Mr. Simon. But does have the funds left over from the section 
608 project? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. That is right. But they didn’t lend that money to 
Randall Park Jockey Club. They performed a service. They re- 
modeled and rebuilt it for the tune of seven-hundred-some-thousand 
dollars, for which they received a profit of 15 percent, and part of it 
Was paid and part of it is bearing interest. 

The Chairman. Now, Mr. Silberman, I have before me your April 
30, 1954, balance sheet of Upland, Inc., and I find that notes receiv- 
able—that is the amount that Randall Jockey Club owes Uplands Inc 
due after 1 year— of $430,000, and then up here, notes receivable due 
within 1 year from the Randall Park Jockey Club of $74,355.45. So 
mat IS a total of a little over $500,000 that Uplands, Inc., loaned to the 
Randall Park Jockey Club is that correct? 
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Mr. Simon. I gather what you are saying, it was -not a loan in the 
sense of loaning, the money, but you did construction work for them? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. For which you had to advance tlie labor and materia] 
cost out of funds in your bank account, and they owe you that, repre- 
senting the return of the labor costs and the material costs that you 
paid out, plus the profit on the job? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. That is right. 

The Chairman. I also find here loans and exchange receivables, 
ofiicers, $549,446.34. Was that money loaned to you and who are the 
officers of Uplands? 

Mr. Sn.BERMAN. I suppose most of it was loaned to me. 

Mr. Simon. And 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. On collateral. 

The Chairman. What interest do you pay on this ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Fom* percent. 

Mr. Simon. In other words, you would say the great majority of 
this $549,446.34 is loaned to yourself ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. That is right. 

The Chairman. And the other officers are who ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Of wliich company? 

The Chairman. Of Uplands, Inc. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Ralph DeChario is president and treasurer. 

The Chairman. And what are you? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I am no officer at all. 

The Chairman. You are not an officer? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I am not an officer. 

The Chairman. Now just a minute. This statement says officers, 
schedule 2, $549,446.34. If you are not an officer, then you are not in 
this item, so evidently this money was loaned to the officers. 

Mr. Spero. I think you can substitute the word “stockholder” for 
officers. 

The Chairman. In other words, officers should have been stock- 
holders ? 

Mr. Spero. It could be. 

The Chairman. This also shows that you have loaned to affiliated 
companies $33,427.36. To what company is that ? 

Mr. Simon. We have that list here, Senator : Uplands, Meade, Reece, 
Fairfax, and Urban Management. 

The Chairman. Then “others” it shows, loans to others, of 

$ 111 , 122 . 68 . 

Mr. Simon. The first one is Fenmore Terrace, Inc. Is that a com- 
pany you control ? ■ . 

Mr. Shberman. I have no interest in it. 

Mr. Simon. You just loaned it some money ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. 1 es. 

Mr. Simon. The next is Randall Park Jockey Club. Do you have 
any interest in that ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I am the president. 

Mr. Simon. Are you also a stockholder ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Does that run a racetrack in Cleveland ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. It does. 
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Mr. Simon. The next one is the Randall Park Holding Corp. Is 
that part of the same racetrack ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. That has been merged. It is now one company. 

Mr. Simon. The next is Painesville Raceway, Inc. Is that a race- 
track somewhere ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. That is a little trotting track. That is an invest- 
ment. That is not a loan. 

The Chairman. It shows as a loan here. 

(Conference between Mr. Silberman and Mr. Spero.) 

Mr. Simon. Isn’t that a loan, Mr. Silberman ? 

Mr. Silberman. I think we have debentures from the racetrack; 
a racetrack, an investment of that amount of money. 

Mr. Simon. Where is the raceway ? 

Mr. Silberman. A trotting track outside of Cleveland. 

Mr. Simon. You are stockholder and president of that? 

Mr. Silberman. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Next is Williston Park Homes. 

Mr. Silberman. I have no interest in that. 

Mr. Simon. You loaned it some money ? 

Mr. Silberman. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Next is Tropical Park ; is that a racetrack ? 

Mr. Silberman. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Where is that? 

Mr. Silberman. Miami. 

Mr. Simon. Are you president ? 

Mr. Silberman. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Are you a stockholder there too ? 

Mr. Silberman. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Uplands loaned the money ; is that true? 

Mr. Silberman. How much is the amount ? 

Mr. Simon. It says here $25,130. 

Mr. Silberman. I guess the account has it there. It must be right, 
but that is an interch^ange. It might be a short term of some kind. 
I am not familiar with the exact transaction. They might have some 
time done something and got the money back for it. 

Mr. Simon. This also shows that you borrowed $311,000 from the 
company ; is that right ? 

Mr. Silberman. The Senator read before, it was approximately 
$500. That includes this $300. 

Mr. Simon. $649,000 

The Chairman. To all officers and stockholders? 

Mr. Silberman. Yes. That includes this $300. That is not in 
addition to the other one. 

The Chairman. That is the amount you borrowed ? 

Mr. Silberman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. I notice on this sheet that all of the stockholders bor- 
rowed money from the corporation. Were those loans from the 
corporation instead of paying dividends ? 

Mr. Silberman. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. If you paid dividends, you would pay an income tax, 
but if you loan the money, you don’t pay income tax; is that right? 

Mr. Silberman. You are making a statement, but you add some- 
thing else to it. You asked me two questions. 
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Mr. Simon. The statement is true. When you pay dividends out of 
a corporation, you have to pay an income tax on the dividend? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. When you borrow money from the corporation, you 
don’t have to pay an income tax on them. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. This $311,000 that you borrowed from Uplands, Inc,, 
was any part of that money used to buy your stock in Randall Park 
Jockey Club? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I don’t think so. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I would say 98 percent, that it was not borrowed. 

Mr. Simon. That means 2 percent not sure? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. You Want to make it so technical. I didn’t use any 
of that money, in my belief. 

Mr. Simon. Was any of this $311,000 borrowed from Uplands, 
Iiic^ used to buy stock in Tropical Park ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. No, sir. 1 spent that money. 

Mr. Simon. You spent it on chocolate drops? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. The mink coat you talked about yesterday. 

Mr. Simon. Was any part of that $300,000 used to buy stock in the 
Cleveland Browns football team? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You are a large stockholder in that and chairman of 
the board ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. That is right, chairman of the executive board. 

The Chairman. Let me see if I review the facts. On the 4 projects 
the proceeds of the Government-guaranteed mortgage was $1 million, 
approximately $1 million more than the total costs, and the $1 million 
remained in your construction company called Uplands, Inc., and 
Reece, and you did not pay any. taxes, but simplv kept the money there, 
and let me say this : There was no violation of the law in not paying 
the taxes. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. May I add I paid a personal tax. 

The Chairman. Wait a minute. Then you proceeded to loan the 
money, this $1 million, and other funds that you made from other 
sources, because Uplands dealt in other things, to yourself and your 
partners or stockholders, for other purposes, and I say loaned the 
money to yourself and to other concerns. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. That is right. 

The Chairman. That is about what happened ; those are the things 
that we are interested in in respect to these section 608 projects, 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I would like not to leave the impression that I 
don’t pay income tax. 

The Chairman. I just said a minute ago 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I paid about $90,000 last year personally. 

The Chairman. I just said there is nothing illegal about what 
you did. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. You are talking about income taxes. I would like 
to get it in the record. 

Mr. Simon. Nobody has ever paid an income tax on this $1 million 
of excess costs; is that right? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. That is right, but the inference from you 

Mr. Simon. Is that right? 
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Mr. SiLBERMAN. The inference from you there was no taxes paid is 
what I would like to clear to the newspaper people. 

Mr. Simon. I am trying to make clear 

Mr. Silberman. I know what you are trying to make clear. 

The Chairman. We are just trying to get the facts. We are trying 
to make certain that, in the future, this sort of thing can’t happen. Let 
me say this : You couldn't have had the $1 million more than the total 
cost of the project out of the proceeds of the mortgage if FHA hadn’t 
approved the mortgages, but they approved $1 million more in mort- 
miges than the total cost of all these projects; left you with $1 million 
in your construction company. 

You didn’t pay any taxes on it, and you didn’t violate any law in not 
laying any taxes on it. You simply kept the $1 million and you 
oaned it to yourself, and other stockholders, for other purposes. 

Now the thing that we don’t like, frankly, about it is the fact that 
that $1 million that you were loaning to yourself to make the purchases 
in the jockey clubs, and so forth, was $1 million that was guaranteed by 
FHA, so that, if these projects went sour, the Federal Government 
would have lost an additional $1 million more than they should. 

We are just trying to pass laws and get administration of FHA in the 
future so that sort of thing can’t happen, because I don’t think it is 
good and I think you agree with me. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I do uot agree with you. 

The Chairman. All right. Thank you. 

Mr. Simon. One other thing. You are not in any way personally 
liable to pay back these FHA mortgages ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The only entity that is responsible for the mortgage is 
the sponsoring corporation. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. In each case that is a corporation ? 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. The mortgagee is responsible, nobody else. 

Mr. Simon. In each case that is a corporation with $1,000 worth of 
capital stock. 

The Chairman. That is correct. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. That is correct. 

The Chairman. Thank you very iriuch, sir. We appreciate your 
testimony. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. Can I make a statement. Senator ? 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. I would like to make about a 5-minute statement. 
The Chairman. You proceeed. We want all the facts. 

Mr. SiLBERMAN. In the Aimy situation, at Fort Meade, I would like 
to bring out 

(Conference between Mr. Silberman and Mr. Siskind.) 

Mr. Silberman. You don’t mind if I get’ a little advice from my 
attorney, do you ? 

The Chairman. No. Go right ahead. 

Mr. Silberman. He might think I am going to say too much 
(Further conference.) 

Mr. Silberman. On the advice 

The Chairman. You had better not make the statement? 

Mr. Silberman. My counsel says it is enough. 

The Chairman. Thank you, Mr. Silberman. 
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At this time I would like to call the roll of our witnesses today. Is 
Mr. Schnackenberg present ? 

Mrs. Schnackenberg. Present. 

The Chairman. Mr. Knecht? 

Mr. Knecht. Present. 

The Chairman. Mr. Kaufman? 

(No response,) 

The Chairman. I guess we told Kaufman 10 : 30. 

Colton ? 

Mr. Colton. Present. 

The Chairman. Mrs. Euth Stokes ? 

Mrs. Stokes. Present, 

The Chairman. Jack Chisik present? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Is Jack Chisik present? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. He is not present. Marie Halbeisan ? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Marie Galler. 

Mrs. Galler. Present. 

The Chairman. Dominick Gertinisan. 

Mr. Gertinisan. Present. 

The Chairman. Izal Crouther. 

Mr. Crouther. Present. 

The Chairman. And some gentlemen from the National Bank, I 
believe it is. 

A Voice. Present. 

The Chairman. I believe it is the National Bank; and is John 
Hobby present? 

Mr. Hobby. Present. 

The Chairman. Is Mrs. Helies here? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes. 

The Chairman. Have you found your husband ? 

Mrs. Helies, I know where he is. I am waiting for him to call. 
The Chairman. He is still over in Canada ? 

Mrs. Helies. Yes ; he is. 

The Chairman. Will Mrs. Stokes please come forward ? Will you 
be sworn, please ? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? 

Mrs. Stokes. I do. 

TESTIMONY OP MRS. RUTH STOKES, BETROIT, MICH. 

The Chairman. Please be seated. Sit a little closer to the micro- 
phone, will you, please, and give your name and address to the reporter 
for the record ? 

Mrs. Stokes. My name is Ruth Stokes, 5237 Linsdale. 

The Chairman. Detroit, Mich. ? 

Mrs. Stokes. Yes. 

The Chairman. You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Simon. Mrs. Stokes, what is your full name? 
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Mrs. Stokes. The first name I never used, but it is Bessie Ruth 
Koss. That is the maiden name. 

Mr. Simon. Bessie Ruth Ross ? 

Mrs. Stokes. That is the maiden name, and Ruth Stokes is the first 
marriage name, Ruth Steele is the second. 

Mr. Simon. You are now Mrs. Steele? 

Mrs. Stokes. Yes ; Mr. Stokes is dead. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have a sister Doris Thomas ? 

Mrs. Stokes. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. That is her married name? 

Mrs. Stokes. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What is Doris’ business? What does she do for a 
living? 

Mrs. Stokes. Housewife now. 

Mr. Simon. Does she work at all ? 

Mrs. Stokes. No ; she is not working. 

Mr. Simon. Did she have any job in 1952 ? 

Mrs. Stokes. Well, she had her job, but maybe I will let her tell you 
about that. 

Mr. Simon. Is she here? 

Mrs. Stokes. No. 

Mr. Simon. What was her job ? Who did she work for ? 

Mrs. Stokes. She was a salesman for some company. 

Mr. Simon. A saleslady? 

Mrs. Stokes. Saleslady, I am sorry. 

Mr. Simon. W’^as she working for a Mr. Helies? 

Mrs. Stokes. I think so. 

Mr. Simon. Wallace Helies? 

AiTQ ST’O'lT'F'ft 

Mr. Simon. The Heydon Building & Supply Co ? 

Mrs. Stokes. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What was her job with him? 

Mrs. &TOKES. I don’t know exactly, saleslady, I guess. 

Mr. Simon. Did she teach you how to make these FHA loans ? 

Mrs. Stokes. No; she didn’t. 

Mr. Simon. Where did you learn that from? 

Mrs. Stokes. From the company that I worked for. 

Mr. Simon. The Universal Jalousies? 

Mrs. Stokes. The Universal Jalousies. 

Mr. Simon. Were Jack Chisik and Irving Swaab the owners of that 
company. 

Mrs. Stokes. Yes. I imagine Jack Chisik was the owner. I can’t 
very well say he was. I know Mr. Swaab introduced himself as the 
big boss. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Swaab introduced Mr. Chisik as the big boss ? 

Mrs. Stokes. Himself. 

Mr. Simon. At any rate, they were both with the company? 

Mrs. Stokes. Yes; they both were there but I don’t know what 
position he held. 

Mr. Simon. What was your job? 

Mrs. Stokes. I was supposed to be a salesman working on a com- 
mission basis. 

Mr. Simon. A saleswoman working on a commission basis? 
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Mrs. Stokes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What were you supposed to sell ? 

Mrs. Stokes. He explained to us we were supposed to get people 
who wanted work done, people who wanted loans, to buy property, or 
to have work done. 

Mr. Simon. Were you known as a runner? 

Mrs. Stokes. Well, actually at the time, may I tell you, I was ill. 
I didn’t get into the full swing of work. I only sent three people to 
him who wanted loans, but if I had been able, I guess I would have 
gone from door to door. 

Mr. Simon. Did Chisik or Swaab or both of them supply you with 
blank FHA title I loan applications? 

Mrs. Stokes. Yes; I had one book. 

Mr. Simon. You had a book? 

Mrs. Stokes. They left that home there. 

Mr. Simon. At your home? 

Mrs. Stokes. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did they tell you how to fill out the forms? 

Mrs. Stokes. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Were you told to put in the forms that the loan was for 
a home improvement even if that wasn’t the purpose of the loan ? 

Mrs. Stokes. Well, every time that I sent these particular people, I 
would get a consultive 

Mr. Simon. A what? 

Mrs. Stokes. Call to ask them what to put on. 

Mr. Simon. Who. would you call ? 

Mrs. Stokes. Call the office. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Chisik or Swaab? 

Mrs. Stokes. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What would they tell you to put on? 

Mrs. Stokes. After I filled it out I would take the actual facts of 
the person, and after the blank was filled out they would change it 
properly. 

Mr. Simon, And by “change it properly” you mean change to put 
in the things that were necessary in order to get the loan ? 

Mrs. Stokes. Yes, 

Mr. Simon. For example, if the people wanted the money to pay 
alimony, they would change it to say it was to repair a house ; is that 
right ? 

Mrs. Stokes. That is right. 

Mr. Simon, Were you also instructed to overstate the amount of the 
loan? 

Mrs. Stokes. Yes; everything on there. I mean everything; I 
never put anything on the blanks that I wasn’t told to put on. 

Mr. Simon. Told by whom? 

Mrs. Stokes. Told by them. 

Mr. Simon. Who is “them”? 

Mrs. Stokes. The company, Mr. Chisik or Mr. Swaab. 

Mr. Simon. If the people ‘wanted, say, a thousand dollars, would 
they tell you to make the loan out for $1,500? 

Mrs. Stokes. No; if the people wanted a thousand, they would 
make it out for a thousand. 

Mr. Simon. Where did you get your money then ? 

Mrs. Stokes. I was paid. They would pay me. 
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Mr. Simon. Who would pay you? 

Mrs Stokes. Mr. Swaab would pay me; when I was paid. 

Mr. Simon. What was the average amount of money that Chisik 
and Swaab took from these loans? 

Mrs. Stokes. I don’t know exactly that. I could just give an esti- 
ination, which might not be just true. 

Mr. Simon. What is your estimation? 

Mrs. Stokes. One loan I think was about $250, so the person would 
tell me, Mrs. Redmond said she paid him $250, and I know I carried 
a loan for Mr. Thompson for $300 out to Mr. Swaab. 

Mr. Simon. You carried $300 out to Mr. Swaab? 

Mi*s. Stokes. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. W’^here did you get the $300 ? 

IVfrs. Stokes. She gave it to me to carry to him to pay him. 

Mr. Simon. Going back to the Redmond loan, did you go to the 
bank with Mrs. Redmond ? 

Mrs. Stokes. Yes, but I didit’t go in. I stayed in the car. 

Mr. Simon. She picked up the check? 

Mi*s. Stokes. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Then you and she drove out to Mr. Chisik’s place? 

Mrs. Stokes. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Did you take the check in to Mr. Chisik? 

Ml'S. Stokes. No, I didn’t. She carried it in herself. 

Mr. Simon. She stayed in the car and you carried it in? 

Mrs. Stokes. No. She carried her own check in. I didn’t see the 
check. She carried the check in and gave it to Mr. Swaab herself. 
Mr. Simon. How much did you get out of the deal ? 

Mrs. Stokes. They didn’t want to pay me anything out of it. We 
got into an awful argument. 

Mr. Simon. You did? 

Mrs. Stokes. With Mr. Swaab, because he told me he couldn’t afford 
to pay me anything out of that; that expense was heavy on him. 
Mr. Simon. What was his expense ? 

Mrs. Stokes. I don’t know. Those things they never told us. We 
didn’t ask. 

Mr. Simon. Did you finally get paid anything? 

Mrs. Stokes. I started off and Mr. Chisik was talking to him telling 
him he should give me something, so after I went down the street he 
called me back and gave me $30. 

Mr. Simon. $30? 

Ml'S. Stokes. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. In the loan for Cedarpoint Thompson, did she give you 
$200, you say? 

Mrs. Stokes. Yes. She gave me $200 for myself and she gave me 
three to carry to Mr. Swaab. 

Mr. Simon. She gave you a total of $500 ? v 
Mrs. Stokes. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. You kept $200? 

Mrs. Stokes. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. You carried $300 to Mr. Swaab ? 

Mrs. Stokes. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did Mr. Swaab know you were keeping $200 ? 


2866 


PHA INTESTIGATIOUr 


Mrs. Stokes. No. This was a personal thing between Mrs. Thomp- 
son and myself. I didn’t know her. 

Mr. Simon. You didn’t know her? 

Mrs. Stokes. No. I never saw her until the day Mr. Chisik drov^ 
me to her house and he filled out the application there for a loan. 
That is the first day I saw her. Now, a cousin of mine, Mrs. Douglas* 
told me that- Mrs. Thompson had a deposit on a home, and she said, 
“You are working for this company, that you can get loans through,” 
she said, “Would you help her to raise the money to buy this place?” 
So I says, “Well, I will try, and send her to the people.” So later, 
after she was off work, after 5 o’clock, she called me and asked me, 
she told me what Mrs. Douglas had told her, so I told her, “Well, I 
could call the boss and see what he says about it.” So the next morn- 
ing I told him about 11 o’clock, he picked me up and for me to 
h^p him find a home where she was living, so we went there. She 
told me, she says, “If I am able to get this place,” she said, “I will get 
it from the owner. I will save at least a couple of thousand dollars 
on the home. I would be more than glad to give you $300 for your- 
fielf.” 

She asked me not to tell this friend of hers that introduced us be- 
cause she would be angry and expecting me to give her something, 
and I didn’t tell her and I just told her “All right.” 

Mr. Simon. While you were working for Mr. Chisik, making these 
loans, was your sister doing the same kind of work for Mr. Helies? 

Mrs. Stokes. I don’t know. We wasn’t living together at that time. 

Mr. Simon. We had a slip of paper from the bank yesterday showr 
ing that Mr. Helies gave her a check for $525 that bounced. Do you 
know anything about that check? 

Mrs. Stokes. I heard her talk about it. 

Mr. Simon. What did she say about that check ? 

Mrs. Stokes. Nothing except the same thing you said, it wasn’t 
O. K. 


Mr. Simon. What was that money for ? 

Mrs. Stokes. Now those are the questions that if I would answer I 
might not be saying the right thing as far as she is concerned. 

Mr. Simon. She was out making loans like this for Mr. Hehes; 
wasn’t she? 

Mrs. Stokes. Yes, but all of those things about her I can’t answer. 

Mr. Simon. You do know she was out making loans from Mr. 
Helies? 

Mrs. Stokes. Yes, I know she was working there. 

The Chairman. You do not know the details of some of these loans ? 

Mrs. Stokes. I don’t know the details. 

Mr. Simon. You had a falling out with Mr. Stokes over these mat- 
ters ; is that right ? 

Mrs. Stokes. Mr. Stokes? 

Mr. Simon. I mean Mr. Swaab. 

Mrs. Stokes. Yes, we did. 

Mr. Simon. And you coihplained that you weren’t getting paid 
enough ; is that right ? 

Mrs. Stokes. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. How many of these cases did you bring to him ? 

Mrs. Stokes. I brought Redmond, Davidson, and Mrs. Thompson. 
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Mr. Simon. Those three? 

Mrs. Stokes. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. How much did you get paid on the Davidson case? 

Mrs. Stokes. On the Davidson case he gave me $50. . - 

Mr. Simon. What did Mrs. Davidson do with that money ? 

Mrs. Stokes. She bought the home that she is now living in. 

Mr. Simon. How much did Chisik get ? 

Mrs. Stokes. I don’t know. Mrs. Davidson paid him. I don^ 
know. 

Mr. Simon. How much did Davidson borrow ? 

Mrs. Stokes. Let me tell you this: I never knew how much they 
get. The only thing I would do is figure out 5 percent for myself. 
To me it was just a job. 

Mr. Simon. You do know the Davidsons did not use tlie money to 
repair or modernize a home ; is that right ? , 

Mrs. Stokes. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Did Mr. Chisik talk to you after the time the FBI had 
talked to you or about that time ? 

Mrs. Stokes. He talked to me before the FBI talked to me. 

Mr. Simon. What did he tell you ? 

Mrs. Stokes. He told me it would be an investigation, the FBI’s 
were coming, and that my boy friend had gone down to the FBI 
oflSce, and told them that I was working with this company. He 
told me about that. My boy friend was the cause of me taking the 
job. At the time I wasn’t getting ADC. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat ? 

Mrs. Stokes. Getting aid from the ADC. They told me to get a 
. job. 

Mr. Simon. WTiat is ADC? 

Mrs. Stokes. That is Aid for Dependent Children. I have five. 
1 have six now. The only thing that I was getting was a $90 social 
security, see, and they told me to get a job. I had a heart attack after 
my husband died and I wasn’t wml, so he urged me to take the job. 

Mr. Simon. WIio urged you to take the job f 

Mrs. Stokes. My boy friend. It would be an easy job, just can- 
vassing, and he said, “ xou could work on your spare time.” After 
then he told me he thought there waE something fishy about the 
companies and he urged me to take the job so he could find out. What 
point it was, I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. What was his business ? 

Mrs. Stokes. He said he worked with the FBI’s afterward. 

Mr. Simon. Your boy friend? 

Mrs. Stokes. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What else did Chisik tell you when he talked to you ? 

Mrs. Stokes. That is what he told me, not to talk to them, and 
don’t give them any information. If they ask me if I work for the 
company, say ‘‘No,^’ because if I told them I would be in dutch, as 
deep in dutch as he was because I was working for them. 

Mr. Simon. Did he ever threaten you ? 

Mrs. Stokes. No more than that, just tell me don’t talk, that is all. 

Mr. Simon. Hadn’t your sister liad a little trouble with the FBI 
before you started making these loans ? 

Mrs. Stokes. No. 

Mr. Simon. She hadn’t ? 
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Mrs. Stokei?. She hadn’t had any trouble, not at all. Not as I know 
of. I have known her for all my life. 

Mr. Simon. You were asked this question when you were interviewed 
in Washington : 

What are these complications that Doris, your sister, had with Mr. Helies? 
And you said : 

Well, the first thing that she knew, the FBI came there because she had turned 
in some people that her boss said the loans were turned down on. 

Mrs. Stokes. She had worked for him before that happened. 

Mr. Simon. She worked for Mr. Helies before you went to work for 
Mr. Chisik ? 

Mrs. Stokes. I think about the same time. I am not quite sure. 

Mr. Simon. Then you went on to say : 


They came there and contacted these people and asked them about paying on 
the loans or something and the people said they didn’t have any loans. 

Do you remember that ? 

Mrs. Stokes. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Wasn’t that making or getting money from the banks 
on people who didn’t sign any notes ? 

Mrs. Stokes. Y es. That is all I can see it is. 

Mr. Simon. You Imew that, that your sister had done that before you 
got into this ; didn’t you ? 

Mrs. Stokes. No. You mean before I started working for the Uni- 
versal Jalousies? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mrs. Stokes. No. She hadn’t any complications with the FBI or 
anybody. 

Mr. Simon. When did you learn that your sister had been making 
loans with people who said they didn’t have any loans ? 

Mrs. Stokes. The FBI came to us at the same time and told us that. 
They interviewed both of us together. 

Mr. Simon. What is the story on your sister making loans for people 
who said they didn’t have any loans ? 

Mrs. Stokes. We didn’t know anything about the people not having 
a loan until the FBI’s came to her. 

Mr. Simon. What did you find out then ? 

Mrs. Stokes. They asked her was she familiar with these particular 
loans and she says, “Yes ; I know the people and they did turn in the 
loans.” 

Mr. Simon. Who turned in the loans ? 

Mrs. Stokes. You know, she turned in the loans to her company. 

Mr. Simon. And her company tvas Mr. Helies ? 

Mrs. Stokes. Yes. She says but they wasn’t O. K.’d, because he 
said so. 

Mr. Simon. Is there any connection between Mr. Helies and Mr. 
Chisik ? 

Mrs. Stokes. I don’t know Mr. Helies, that I know of. If I ever 
saw him, the only time I did see him was the time I went to his home. 
That was the first time and the last time. 

Mr. Simon. His wife testified yesterday that you went to his home 
and asked him for some money to hire a lawyer. Is that right? 

Mrs. Stokes. No. I went to him to see if he could find Mr. Chisik. 

Mr. Simon. Why did you go to him to find Mr. Chisik ? 
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Mrs. S'l'OKES. My sister said he probably knew him. 

Mr. Simon. When did you go to Mr. lielies’ home? 

Mrs. Stokes. Back when I had received a call telling me the FBI’s 
were coming there and they did come that morning. That evening 

1 was 

Mr. Simon. Who did you receive the call from ? 

Ml’S. Stokes. I received the call from Cedarpoint Thompson. 

Mr. Simon. And she told you the FBI was coming? 

Mrs. Stokes. Yes; the investigation. 

Mr. Simon. Wlien was this ? 

Mrs. Stokes. Back in December, I believe it was. 

Mr. Simon. December ? 

Mrs. Stokes. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did you then go to Mr. Helies’ home? 

Mrs. Stokes. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What did you say to him ? 

Mrs. Stokes. I asked him did he know Jack Chisik, and he told 
me “Yes.” 

Mr. Simon. Did you ask him for money ? 

Mrs. Stones. I didn’t ask him for a penny. I would look silly 
to ask him for some money. I didn’t ask him for a dime. I told him, 
I said, “You see Mi\ Chisik, he came and told me the FBI was coming 
and he was going to hire me an attorney for me not to talk.” I saich 
“I don’t know where to get in touch with him any more.” I said, “If 
you know him and see him, would you tell him to bring me some 
money to get an attorney, if he don’t want me to talkt” 

Mr. Stokes. You didn’t ask Mr. Helies? 

Mrs. Stokes. No. I didn’t know Mr. Helies. I never worked for 
him and had no reason to ask him for money. 

Mr. Simon. You told him if he wanted you not to talk he had better 
get you an attorney ? 

Mrs. Stokes. That is right. Afterward I didn’t hear from him 
any more. 

Mr. Simon. Is the reason you talked because he didn’t get you an 
attorney ? 

Mrs. Stokes. No. He didn't get me an attorney. The reason I 
talked was I figured I should have. I had worked, I was in it and 
might as well see the whole thing out. 

The Chairman. Thank you. You might remain if you will, please, 
for a little while. 

Mr. Simon. Did you get some of these loans yourself ? 

Mrs. Stokes. I got a loan when I first met Mr. Chisik. 

Mr. Simon. That is how you met him ? 

Mrs. Stokes. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. How much did you borrow ? 

Mrs. Stokes. $1,500. ' 

Mr. Simon. Were you working at the time you borrowed the money ? 

Mrs. Stokes. No. 

Mr. Simon. Were you on relief? 

Mrs. Stokes. No. 

Mr. Simon. Were you on ADC? 

Mrs. Stokes. No. I didn’t get ADC. I had rented my homes. I 
had moved on the first floor, Uie living room and dining room, and 
rented the bedrooms. 
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Mr. Simon, You weren’t working, though? 
iSxOKES J^O, 

Mr. Simon. What did you do with that $1,500 ? 

Hrs. Stokes. Every bit was used in my home. It is there. You 
can see it. 

Mr. Simon. What did you use it for? 

Mrs. Stokes. The basement was made into an apartment for uii 
income, with plastered walls. 

Mr. Simon. Who did the work ? 

Mrs. Stokes. I got five people to do the work. I got the plumber 
and the electrician from Art Enterprises. 

Mr. Simon. Did Mr. Chisik do any of that work ? 

Mrs. Stokes. No. 

Mr. Simon. He just gave you the money ? 

Mrs. Stokes. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. How much did he charge you for it ? 

Mrs. Stokes. Let me tell you, it was gotten in my daddy’s name, 
and when daddy, then he carried daddy over there and he gave 
the money in their hands. 

Mr. Simon. Who did ? 

Mrs. Stokes. Mother and daddy in their hands. 

Mr. Simon. Who gave them the money ? 

Mrs. Stokes. Mr, Chisik, after they came out of the bank. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t your mother and father get a check from the 
bank? 

Mrs. Stokes. No, they got money. 

Mr. Simon. Did Mr. Chisik sign their name to the check ? 

Mrs. Stokes. It wasn’t a check. They gave him cash. 

Mr. Simon. How much did Mr. Chisik keep ? 

Mrs. Stokes. That is what I am telling you now, $250. 

Mr. Simon. You kept $250? 

Mrs. Stokes'. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. That was an FHA loan? 

Mrs. Stokes. That is right. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. If you will remain around, 
plea se. Y on may go now. 

The next witness will be Mr. J oyce A. Schnackenberg. Mr. Schnack* 
enberg, will you be sworn ? 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
will be the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God? 

TESTIMONY OE JOYCE A. SCHNACKENBERG, BATTLE CREEK, MICE, 
ACCOMPANIED BY PAUL E. CHOLETTE, COUNSEL 

Mr. Schnackenberg. I do. No pictures, please. 

The Chairman. It is the wish of the witness that there be no 
photographs taken, and in line with the policy of this committee, 
respecting the request of the witness, the photographers will please 
not take any photographs. 

The Chairman. Will you give us your full name and address? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. Joyce A Schnackenberg. 

The Chairman. You live where? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. 104 Maple Terrace, Battle Creek, Mich. 
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The Chairman. You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

]llr. Simon. Mr. Schnackenberg, were you connected with FHA ? 
jilr. Schnackenberg. Yes, sir. 

Hr. Simon. During what period of time ? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. 1935 to 1953. 

Mr. Simon. 1935 to 1953. Is that right ? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Do you remember when you started in 1935 with them? 
Mr. Schnackenberg. I can’t tell you the exact month. 

Mr. Simon. Wlien did you leave in 1953 ? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. January 20, 1953. 

Mr. Simon. January 20, 1953. What was your position with FHA? 
Mr. Schnackenberg. During the entire time or when I left? 

Mr. Simon. When you left. 

Mr. Schnackenberg. I was director. 

Mr. Simon. Director of the Grand Rapids office ? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. Of the Grand Rapids office. 

Mr. Simon. And what was the geographical area covered by that 
office? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. It covered 67 counties bounded on the east by 

Midland, the territory run down 

Mr. Simon. Was it roughly the western half of Michigan ? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. It was more than half. 

Mr. Simon. Roughly two-thirds? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. There was 83 counties, I believe, in Michigan. 
Mr. Simon. You had 67 of the 83 counties in the western part of the 
State ? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. Western and northern. 

Mr. Simon. As director, you were the top man ? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. Well, that is not exactly true. 

Mr. Simon. You were the top man in the office ? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. Administratively, I was top man, ye^. 

Mr. Simon. You had a zone commissioner who was over you and 
covered 8 or 10 States ? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. Yes, but the underwriting and administra- 
tive end in FHA is entirely separate. 

Mr. Simon. Except the director is the man who finally signs the 
commitments ? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. That is right. The decision underwriting 
which is made W the underwriting department. 

Mr. Simon. Excepting the director can overrule them by refusing 
to sign the commitment^ 

Mr. Schnackenberg. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. How long were you director of tlie office? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. From November 1, 1948. 

Mr. Simon. From 1948 to 1953? ' 

Mr. Schnackenberg. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have a brother Rex ? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. I do. 

Mr. Simon. What is his business? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. He is in the contracting business. 

Mr. Simon. How long has he been in the contracting business? 
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Mr. ScHNACKENBERG. About 1940 — I will have to give you the best 
of my recollection because I can’t tell you exactly, but I would sav 
1946 — 1946 to the present time. 

Mr. Simon. Were the homes projects you built all insured by FHA? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. I can’t tell you that. I don’t believe all of 
them were. 

Mr. Simon. Were substantially all of them insured by FHA? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. That is correct. Every case went to AVash- 
in^on for approval. 

Mr. Simon. Are you acquainted with a project known as Marshall 
Homes, Inc. ? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. I am. 

Mr. Simon. That is a corporation ? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What was their business? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. They were in the house building business. 
They built National Home Prefabs. 

Mr. Simon. Was there any connection between Marshall Homes, 
Inc., and National Homes Prefab? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. What do you mean ‘‘connection”? 

Mr. Simon. AVas Marshall Homes the dealer for National Homes? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Did the stockholders of National Homes own any stock 
in Marshall Homes? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. That I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. Did the stockholders of Marshall Homes own any 
stock in National Homes? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. That I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. AVhat I am trying to find out, if there was any connec- 
tion between them other than the fact that one distributed the prod- 
uct of the other? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. I don’t believe there was. I am not sure. 

Mr. Simon. Who were the stockholders of Marshall Homes, Inc.? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. All I can tell you is hearsay because I am not 
a stockholder, and haven’t access to the records. 

Mr. Simon. Let me ask you this : Who did you understand were the 
stocliholders of Marshall Homes ? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. I understand the stockholders of Marshall 
Homes is Faye G. West and Rex Schnackenberg. 

Mr. Simon. Just the two of them ? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Have you ever heard of Battle Creek Homes, Inc.? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. Yes, sir. .. 

Mr. Simon. And what is that business? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. The same business. 

Mr. Simon. AYho did you understand Avere the stockholders of Bat- 
tle Creek Homes? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. The same. 

Mr. Simon. Faye West and Rex Schnackenberg? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Rex is your brother? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Now have you ever heard of Albion Homes, Inc.? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. That is right. 
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Mr. Simon. Wliat is the business of Albion Homes? 

Mr. ScHNACKENBERG. Same thing. 

Mr. Simon. Who did you understand were the stockholders ? 

Mr. ScHNACKENBERG. The same. 

Mr! Simon. Wliat about 20th Century Homes? 

Mr. ScHNACKENBERG. The same thing. 

Mr. Simon. The same stockholders ? Same business ? 

Mr. ScHNACKENBERG. So far as I know ; yes. 

Mr. Simon. You understood that? 

Mr. ScHNACKENBERG. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Was there an employee of the FHA office in Grand 
Rapids named Mrs. T. Maurine Anderson ? 

Mr. ScHNACKENBERG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ask her to prepare FHA applications and do 
other work for these companies ? 

(Conference between witness and counsel.) 

Mr. ScHNACKENBERG. That matter has been before the grand jury, 
and gentlemen, I am sorry, it has been fully explored, and I will stand 
on my constitutional right under the lifth amendment and refuse to 
answer any questions on the basis of self- incrimination. 

Mr. Simon. I would like to read to you a statement that Mrs. Ander- 
son made and ask you if this is true : 

Mrs. Anderson stated that sometime in July 1950 Mr. Joyce 
Schnackenberg, district director, asked her to do some typing of notes 
and mortgages in connection with commitments for loans on houses 
built by corporations operated by Mr. Rex Schnackenberg; that Mr. 
Joyce Schnackenberg stated that she would receive $5 per set for 
doing the typing ; that thereafter she typed notes and mortgages in 
connection with commitments to Marshall Homes, Battle Creek 
Homes, Albion Homes, and 20th Century Homes, all allegedly oper- 
ated and owned by Rex Schnackenberg and Faye West. 

Mrs. Anderson stated that Joyce Sdinackenberg usually brought to 
her in the office of the FHA a copy of the builder’s commitment. That 
he also furnished her with the date of the first payment on the note 
and the property descri])tion ; that thereafter she would prepare the 
note and mortgage, using the information in the commitment and the 
information furnished her by Joyce Schiiackenberg. 

Mrs. Anderson stated she did most of the work at home at night 
and in the office after working horn’s. That she received $5 per set 
for typing mortgage and note, and to the best of her recollection re- 
ceived approximately $660. 

Tlie money was paid to her by checks of the various corporations, 
which checks were delivered to her by Rex Schnackenberg ; that the 
checks included payments to Donna Perkinson, no longer with FHA, 
who also typed notes and mortgages and to the best of her recollection 
received approximately the same amount of money as she, Mrs. Ander- 
son, received. 

Mrs. Anderson stated that this was done over a period from July 
1950 to April 1952, and she did not question the request of Mr. Joyce 
Schnackenberg in connection with this work since it came from him. 

She believed everything to be regular. Mrs. Anderson continued 
and stated in connection with her outside activity affidavit dated Jan- 
uary 9, 1952, in which she stated that she had no outside activities, 
that she consulted J oyce Schnackenberg before she prepared this affi- 
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davit; that Mr. Schnackenberg told her that it was not necessary to 
report the work she was doing in connection with Eex Schnackenberg 
developments, and therefore she reported her outside activities as 
“none.” 

Is that true ? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. I will take the same position that I took be- 
fore. It is part of the same question and I reiuse to answer, based on 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Simon. Mrs. Anderson also stated that twice a month, and 
during some months every week, Joyce Schnackenberg gave ner 2 
checks for $125 or $135 each, with the request that she cash the checks 
and give the money to him, that these checks were made by 
Schnackenberg and Faye West as individuals. 

The checks made by Rex Schnackenberg were payable to Faye West 
and checks made by Faye West were payable to Rex Schnackenberg. 
That the checks always bore the endorsements of the payees, but were 
not endorsed by Mr. Joyce Schnackenberg. 

That she affixed her endorsement to each check, and presented them 
to the Michigan National Bank and turned the money over to Mr. 
Joyce Schnackenberg. 

She stated that after the FBI started its investigation, Mr. Schnack- 
enberg called her in the office and stated words to the effect “You know 
I gave the money on those checks to Rex and Faye.” 

Is that true? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. I will take the same position and stand on the 
fifth amendment and refuse to answer on the basis of self-incrimina- 
tion. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ask an employee of the office of FHA in Grand 
Rapids named Tieiels, to do the accounting work for these corpora- 
tions ? 

(Conference between counsel and witness.) 

Mr. Schnackenberg. This matter has been before the grand jury, 
fully explored. I will take the same position. I will stand on my 
constitutional rights and refuse to answer any questions on the basis 
of the fifth amendment. 

The Chairman. Did you plead guilty to these charges ? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. Yes. I will answer that question, if you will 
let me qualify it. 

The Chairman. Did you plead guilty to some charges? 

Mr. Schnackenberg. To a charge. If you will allow me to explain 
the charge 

Mr. Simon. We have the indictment here. It was indictment 5714 
and it related to accounting work done by Francis J. Tiefels. 

Mr. Schnackenberg. I plead guilty to knowing Frank Tiefels did 
some accounting work. 

Mr. Simon. We now ask you whether you asked Tiefels to do ac- 
counting work for these corporations. 

Mr. Schnackenberg. I will stand on my constitutional right and 
refuse to answer the questibn on the basis of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Simon. What was the relationship between you and F aye West? 

(Conference between witness and counsel.) 

Mr. Schnackenberg. I will stand on my constitutional rights and 
refuse to answer that question. 
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Mr. Simon. Isn’t it a fact that at least part of the stock in these 
companies that she owned was your stock ? 

(Conference between witness and counsel.) 

Mr. ScHNACKENBERG. I deny that point. 

Mr. Simon. You deny that any of the stock that she owned was 
owned by you ? 

Mr. ScHNACKENBERG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Then why do you say your relationship with Faye West 
might tend to incriminate you? . . , • , j 

Mr. ScHNACKENBERG. I wiU Stand on my constitutional right and 

refuse to answer that. , . 

Mr. Simon. You refuse to explain why, if you had no interest m her 
stock in those companies, your answer of the relationship between you 
and her might tend to incriminate you ? 

(Conference between witness and counsel.) 

Mr. Schackenberg. I will still stand on them. 

Mr. Simon. Now, you know Knecht and Colton ? 

Mr. SCHNACKENBERG. Kneclit, it is pronounced — Fred Knecht. 

Mr. Simon. Yes. Do you know them ? 

Mr. ScHNACKENBERG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Were they employees of the FHA office while you were 
the State director? 

Mr. ScHNACKENBERG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you know that they were partners in an archi- 
tectural firm doing work that was approved by FHA? 

Mr. ScHNACKENBERG. That matter was all so thoroughly gone into 
before the grand jury and I will stand on my constitutional right under 
the fifth amendment and refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Simon. On the grounds that you might tend to incriminate 
yourself, you refuse to say whether you knew that they had an archi- 
tectural firm doing work that was subsequently submitted to FHA ? 

Mr. ScHNACKENBERG. Yes, sir. 

You said they had a partnership. 

Mr. Simon. JPartner^m; yes. 

Mr. ScHNACKENBERG. That is right. 

The Chahiman. Thank you very much 

You are excused. 

(Witness excused.) 

The Chairman. Our next witness will be Mr. Fred W. Knecht. 
Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

TESTIMONY OF FRED W. KNECHT, ROCKFORD, MICH. 

Mr. Knecht. I do. 

The Chairman. You may be seated and give your name and ad- 
dress to the reporter. 

Mr. Knecht. I am Fred W. Knecht, Rockford, Mich.. 

Mr. Simon. What is your address in Rockford, Mr. Knecht? 

Mr. Knecht. 8950 Northland Drive. 

The Chairman. You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Simon. Were you connected with FHA ? 

Mr. Knecht. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. During what period of time ? 
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Mr. Knecht. From February 1949 until December 1952. 

Mi\ Simon. What was your position with FHA ? 

Mr. Knecht. Construction cost examiner, and finally as chief arclii- 
tect. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat period of time were you chief architect? 

Mr. Knecht. I can’t exactly say that. I think it was probably the 
last 3 or 4 months of the employment with FHA. 

Mr. Simon. What were the duties of the construction examiner posi- 
tion that you previously held ? 

Mr. Knecht. The construction cost examiner was a field man who 
ascertained costs of material and labor in the area that we served. 

Mr. Simon. And he made those estimates of cost based on the plans 
and specifications submitted by the architect for the sponsors? 

Mr. Knecht. No. The construction cost examiner’s duties were 
merely to get those costs and the actual processing and estimating of 
the prmects was done by, I don’t know what his title would be. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know a man named Colton ? 

Mr. Knecht. Y^, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Was he with FHA ? 

Mr. Knecht. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. During what period of time ? 

Mr. Knecht. I cannot say but he was with FHA for a considerable 
period. I would say prior to 1940 and until 1952. 

Mr. Simon. Were you and he partners in an architectural fimi ? 

Mr. Knecht. We have been since 1921. We organized a partner- 
ship and w-e practiced architecture as a partnership until 1950, 1 think 
it was. 

Mr. Simon. Were you partners in an architectural firm in the years 
1949 through 1962 ? 

Mr. Knecht. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And where did that firm have its offices ? 

Mr. Knecht. Well, it had its offices in three locations. 

Mr. Simon. Three offices? 

Mr. Knecht. Three locations. 

Mr. Simon. But not all at the same time ? 

Mr. Knecht. No. 

Mr. Simon. Was one of them in Grand Rapids in the same building 
with the FHA offices ? 

Mr. Knecht. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the name of that building ? 

Mr. Simon. Was the architectural office room 604? 

Mr. Knecht. At that time it was called the National Bank Building. 

Mr. Knecht. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Was there a man named Opperman in that office ? 

Mr. Knecht. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Who was Opperman employed by ? 

Mr. Knecht. Opperman was employed — primarily I hired Opper- 
man. 

Mr. Simon. You hired him? 

Mr. Knecht. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did you pay him ? 

Mr. Knecht. No. 

It came out of joint funds. 

Mr. Simon. Y^ose joint funds? 
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Mr. Knecht. Colton’s and mine. 

Mi‘. Simon. Would you make a distinction between joint funds and 
partnership funds ? Is that the same thing ? 

^ Mr. Knecht. For all practical purposes that would be the same 
thing. 

Mr. Simon. So Opperman worked for this partnership ? 

Mr. Knecht. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What did he do for the partnership ? 

Mr. Knecht. He made plans. He was a draftsman. 

Mr. Simon. Were those plans for FHA-instanced housing projects? 
Mr. Knecht. Yes, sir; for Hill Mount and for West Field and 
Urban, I believe, and then there wei-e some other jobs that he did 
outside of FHA, some commercial jobs. 

Mr. Simon. Now in the years 1949 and 1950, 1951, and 1952, what 
was the gross income of this partnership ? 

Mr. Knecht. I can’t say that exactly, because I do not have the 
records. 

Mr. Simon. W as it $25,000 a year ? 

Mr. Knecht. No. I do not think so. I would say that 

Mr. Simon. Let me ask you this question : How much did you, 
personally, get out of this partnership operation in those 4 years? 

Mr. Knecht. I would say net to me of somewhere arounii $2,500 or 
$3,000, possibly. 

Mr. Simon. Each year or in the 4 years? 

Mr. Knecht. Each year. That is an average I think. 

Mr. Simon. So in the 4 years you got $10,000 or $12,000? 

Mr. Knecht. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Did Colton get the same amount? 

Mr. Knecht. The funds were split 50-50. 

Mr. Simon. And that is after paying Opperman his salary for 
doing the work? 

Mr. Knecht. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And the rent and everything else? 

Mr. Knecht. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What happened, did you and Colton have this archi- 
tectural office and you hired Opperman to do the work ? 

Mr. Knecht. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And you split the profits? 

Mr. Knecht. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And the work Opperman did was on plans that later 
liad to be submitted to FHA for their approval ? 

Mr. Knecht. That is correct. 

^ would like to qualify that statement somewhat. 

Mr. Simon. During all of the period of time we are talking about 
you were employed by FHA? ^ 

Mr. Knecht. From 1949 to 1952. ' 

The Chairman. During the period you were getting this $2,500 a 
year you were employed by FHA ? 

Mr. Knecht. That is right. 

The Chairman. In what capacity? 

Mr. Knecht. As construction cost examiner and finally as chief 
architect. 

The Chairman. You were passing upon the same plans that your 
architectural firm was producing? 
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Mr.KNECHT. In a measure, yes. 

Mr. Simon. And Colton was also working for FHA at the time? 

Mr.KNECHT. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What was his position? 

Mr. Knecht. Chief underwriter. 

The Chairman. Did the State FHA director, Mr. Fred Schnacken- 
berg, know about this? 

Mr. Knecht. He knew about part of them, certainly, because before 
I went with FHA, I had received permission from Washington tW 
I could complete these projects. 

Mr. Simon. Wlio did you receive the permission from ? 

Mr. Knecht. From Mr. Hicks. 

Mr. Simon. Is he still alive? 

Mr. Knecht. I don’t know. 

The Chairman. What was his capacity? 

Mr. Knecht. He was personnel director of FHA. 

The Chairman. I never heard of him. 

Mr. Knecht. He preceded Mr. Bauman. 

The Chairman. What are Hicks’ initials? 

Mr. Knecht. I think it is George. 

The Chairman. Did he write you a letter and give you permission 
to do this outside work? 

Mr. Knecht. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Do you have that letter with you ? 

Mr. Knecht. I don’t have that letter. It is a matter of record. 

The Chairman. A matter of record where ? 

Mr. Knecht. Both in my personnel file at Washington, and it is a 
matter of 

(Picture taken.) 

Mr. Knecht. I requested no pictures. 

The Chairman. This gentleman requested no pictures and in line 
with our policy, we will have to not use it if you will please because 
we want to be absolutely fair with all witnesses and follow the rules. 

I am sorry. I guess you were not here when he requested that. It 
is not your mistake. It is perfectly all right. 

Mr. Knecht. That record is part of the personnel file. 

The Chairman. Did you personally, when you sat down, request 
that no photographs be made? 

Mr. Knecht. I did. I don’t know as I said it then. I said it prior 
to that. The photographers were not in the room when I came down 
to the witness stand. 

Mr. Simon. Now, Mr. Knecht, was there an instance where you 
put the name of an architect on some plans who did not draw them, 
because if you put your own name on, the plans would have had to 
have gone to Washington? 

Mr. Knecht. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the name of that architect? 

Mr. Knecht. O’Brien. 

Mr. Simon. What is O’Brien’s full name? 

Mr. Knecht. I think it is C. W. 

Mr. Simon. C. E. O’Brien? 

Mr. Knecht. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What were the plans his name was put on ? 
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Mr. Knecht. His name was put on the Westfield Hills, and Urbana, 
and Bonign. 

Mr. Simon. Who actually drew those plans ? 

Mr. Knecht. The plans for Westfield Hills and Urbana were 

drawn by Mr. Opperman. 

Mr. Simon. Who drew the third set ? 

Mr. Knecht. The Bonign. 

Mr. Simon. And O’Brien did not have them ? 

Mr. Knecht. Not of the actual drawing. 

The Chairman. Yet you put his name on ? 

* Mr. Knecht. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. If your name had been on them, you could not have 

I worked on them ? 

Mr. Knecht. No. The reason for putting his name on, sir, was 
the fact that if my name had been put on, it would have had to have 
gone to Washington for review and in addition to that, the appropri- 
ation in both instances were at the point of teiTnination and it would 
have meant a loss to the sponsor. 

Mr. Simon. So in order to avoid that you put O’Brien’s name on it? 
Mr. Knecht. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. But you got the fee from the sponsor for drawing the 
plans? 

Mr. Knecht. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Did Mr. Schnackenberg know about that ? 

Mr. Knecht. I never discussed that with Mr. Schnackenberg. I 
can’t say definitely whether he did. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know wliether Mr. Colton discussed it with 
him? 

Mr. Knecht. I do not know. 

I Mr. Simon. During the time that you and Mr. Colton were with 
FHA, did you ever ask the office manager to deposit your architectural 
J funds in the bank, send her to the bank for you ? 

^ Mr. Knecht. 1 don’t know as I ever did ask her to do that. I know 
^ they were deposited by the office manager, or — no, I think Tiefels was 
the office manager, but Mrs. Anderson deposited the funds. 

Mr. Simon. Mrs. Anderson would do the banking for this partner- 
ship? 

Mr. Knecht. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. She was the FHA employee? 

Mr. Knecht. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Of course since banks are only opened in the middle 
of the day she had to be doing that on FHA time? 

Mr. Knecht. Well, she did that during her noon hour generally. 
Mr. Simon. She gave up part of her noon hour to do your banking: 
is that right? , 

Mr. Knecht. Making those deposits. I presume so. 

Mr. Simon. Did you partnership ever pay Mrs. Anderson for that 
work ? 

Mr. Knecht. No, sir, 

Mr. Simon. Thank you. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. 

Our next witness will be Mr. Harry Colton of Grand Bapids. 
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Mr. CJoLTON. You will be sworn in. Do you solemnly swear the testi- 
mony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth and 
nothing but the truth, so nelp you God ? 

TESTIMONY OF HAREY COLTON, GRAND RAPIDS, MICH. 

Mr. Colton. I do. 

The Chairman. Did you request there be no photographs ? 

Mr. Colton. I did. 

The Chairman. We can only protect you of course during the time 
you are sitting in the witness chair. 

I want that understood. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Colton, will you give your full name and address 
to the reporter? 

Mr. Colton. Harry L. Colton, 545 Cheshire Drive, Grand Rapids. 
Mr. Simon. Your occupation? 

Mr. Colton. Architect. 

Mr. Simon. Could you talk a little louder? 

Mr. Colton. Architect. 

Mr. Simon. Were you connected with FHA ? 

Mr. Colton. I was. 

Mr. Simon. During what period of time ? 

Mr. Colton. March 1, 1939, to December 20, 1952. 

Mr. Simon. 1929? 

Mr. Colton. 1939. 

Mr. Simon. 1939 to 1952? 

Mr. Colton. That is right 

Mr. Simon. During what period of time were you the chief under- 
writer ? 

Mr. Colton. November 1, 1948, 1 tliink it was when we came in the 
insuriim office ? 

Mr. Simon. When you became an insuring office? 

Mr. Colton. When the Grand Rapids office became an insuring 
office. 

I think that was in 1948. 

Mr. Simon. In 1948? 

Mr. Colton. I think that is right. 

Mr. Simon. You became the chief underwriter ? 

Mr. Colton. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Next to the State director the chief underwriter is the 
top man so far as insuring mortgages are concerned? 

Mr. Colton. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. The valuators make estimates and architects approve 
plans and then all that comes to the chief underwriter and he makes 
the final decisions ? 

Mr. Colton. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. During the period of time, 1948 to 1952, were you in a 
partnership with Mr. Knecht ? 

Mr. Colton. I was. 

Mr. Simon. Y ou heard his testimony here this morning ? 

Mr. Colton. Yes. I will confirm all of his testimony. 

Mr. Simon. If we asked you the same questions we asked him would 
you give the same answers ? 

Mr. Colton. That is correct. 
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}lv. Simon. Except I believe it was you who asked Mrs. Anderson to 
do this banking? 

Mr. Colton. I would like to qualify that just a trifle. 

Mr. Simon. All right. 

Mr. Colton. I don’t think there was over a couple of occasions when 
that happened, when she happened to be going to the bank. 

Mr. Simon. She said it was 6 or 8. Would you disagree with that ? 

Mr. Colton. During the period of 4 years that might be true. 

]\Ir. Si3ioN. Did you ever discuss this situation with J oyce Schnack- 
enberg? 

Mr. Colton. About what ? 

Mr. Simon. The fact that you and Knecht had this firm that was 
doing work on plans that later had to be approved by FHA? 

Mr. Colton, Well, I can’t answer that direct. I will have to give 
you a little discussion on that. 

Mr, Simon. My question is whether you discussed it with him ? 

Mr. Colton. No, not particularly that I know of. 

Mr. Simon. You never discussed it with Mr. Schnackenberg, the fact 
that you were doing this architectural work on the side ? 

Mr. Colton. The only thing that was ever discussed, were these jobs 
that were approved by Washington for Mr. Knecht. 

Mr. Simon. Wasn’t it common knowledge to everybody in the office 
that you and Knecht had this room 604 with Oppennan doing archi- 
tectural work down there for you ? 

Mr. Colton. That was a very short period. 

Mr. Simon. Wliatever existed everybody knew about it, didn’t they ? 

Mr. Colton. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. It was no secret? 

Mr. Colton, No, no secret at all. 

We had a prospective of one of the section 608’s up in the office, 

Mr. Simon. One of the section 608’s that you drew the plans for? 

Mr. Colton. Yes. 

I did not work on them. 

Mr. Simon. You got paid for the drawing of the plans? 

Mr. Colton. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Later you 

Mr. Colton. Indirectly, 

Mr. Simon. The partnership got paid and you paid Opperman a 
salary and you and Knecht split the balance? 

Mr. Colton. May I say, during this period of 4 years, on these jobs 
that Mr. Knecht had approval on, I was working on commercial work. 

The Chairman. You were with FHA, were you not ? 

Mr. Colton. Yes. 

The Chairman. What was your title with FHA ? 

Mr. Colton. Chief underwriter. 

The Chairman. You were the chief underwriter? 

Mr. Colton. Yes, on underwriting. 

The Chairman. You were approving plans being made by your own 
architectural firm ? 

Mr. Colton. Yes, because we went over everything and they had to 
conform with FHA requirements. 

The Chairman. That is right. 

■ Mr. Colton. Wliat I wanted to say, Mr. Simon, was this : That on 
this commercial work that I was doing during this period of time, the 
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commissions we received on the commercial work were slightly above 
the ones received on the apartment house or houses, and therefore. I 
vras not really doing worK on any of the jobs, though I was, we 
have a joint bank account. 

Mr. Simon. Is there any dispute or any doubt about the fact that 
Opperman drew plans for FHA projects on which Knecht and you 
were paid and you each got half the proceeds after paying Opperman 
his salary? 

Mr. Colton. There is no argument on that. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you very much. 

The Chairman. Thank you. That will be all. 

I just want the record to show that Mr. Debbs, former United States 
district attorney, and Mr. Mills, the present district attorney, formerly 
deputy, of course, gave us information and worked on this case and 
uncovered it and were very helpful to us. 

Is Mr. Ward present? Is Attorney Ward present? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Mrs. Stokes, will you return to the stand for one 
question, please? 

You have already been sworn ? You may be seated. 

TESTIMONY OE MRS. RUTH STOKES, DETROIT, MICH.— Resumed 

Mr. Simon. Mrs. Stokes, on September 10, 1954, you were examined 
in Washington? 

Mrs. Stokes. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. And you were asked some questions by a lawyer and 
they were taken down by a stenographer such as we have here? 

Mrs. Stokes. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. At that time you told them about getting a call that 
the FBI was coming to see you ? 

Mrs. Stokes. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And that you went to see Mr. Chisik? Do you re- 
member that? 

Mrs. Stokes. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Then were you asked this question and did you make 
this answer : 

Question, Did he threaten you that something would happen to you if you 
talk? 

Mrs. Stokes. Well, he said it might. He said somebody might kill me. 

Mrs. Stokes. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. “He said somebody was going to kill this bill, that is 
what he said. He said that is bad.” Is that right ? 

Mrs. Stokes. That is right. 

The Chairman. Did he say he was going to kill you ? 

Mrs. Stokes. No ; he didn’t say that. He said that was a dangerous 
thing to do. 

Mr. Simon. And that somebody might kill you ? 

Mrs. Stokes. Somebody might kill the witnesses or the ones that 
reported the details. 

Mr. Simon. I asked you 20 minutes ago if he threatened you ; you 
said no. 

Mrs. Stokes. That was not his threat. He just said somebody 
would. 


FHA INVESTIGATION 


2883 


M^r. Simon. What you meant when you said 

Mrs. Stokes. If you talk a dangerous thing might happen to you. 
Mr. Simon. You say he wasn’t threatening you because he per- 
sonally was not going to do it. Somebody else might do it. 

Mrs. Stokes. He just said somebody. I guess they would kill any- 
one. 

The Chairman. That will be all. 

Our next witness will be Mr. Jack Chisik. 

Mr. Chisik, come forward, please. 

Mrs. Stokes. May I be excused? 

The Chairman. If you will remain until after Mr. Chisik has 
testified, please. 

Will you be sworn ? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? 

TESTIMONY OF JACK CHISIK, DETROIT, MICH., ACCOMPANIED BY 

VINCENT PORDELL, COUNSEL 

Mr. Chisik. Yes. 

The Chairman. Will you please be seated and give your full name 
and address for the record ? 

Mr. Fordell. I am his counsel, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. You may be seated. 

When Mr. Chisik has given his name and address, you may do so 
Mr. Chisik. Jack Chisik, 19719 Ardmore. 

The Chairman. Detroit, Mich.? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes. 

Mr. Fordell. Vincent Fordell, 1402 Cadillac Tower, Detroit. 

The Chairman. You are the attorney for Mr. Chisik ? 

Mr. Fordell. I am. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Chisik, did you enter the title I home repair busi- 
ness about 1938 ? 

Mr. Chisik. I believe so. 

Mr. Simon. You have been in that business since that time? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Beginning about 1942, were you engaged with various 

Home improvement companies, either organized oy you or in which 
you were a partner ? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. In 1950, did you form a partnership with Melvin 
ivepes, under the name of Advance Construction Co.? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And that concern was a successor to an earlier company 
manlgeH^ Lumber & Supply Co., for which you had been the 

Mr. Chisik. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. During the period of 1949-52, did you have anv trou- 
l^troit Betto Business Bureau and the Michigan Cor- 
Securities Commission on account of your canvassers 
model home pitch and other unethical practices? 

Mr. Chisik. During which time, sir? 

Mr. Simon. 1949-62? 

606d0— 64 — pt. 4 12 
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Mr. Chisik. I don’t remember that. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever have any troubles with the Better Busi- 
ness Bureau on account of your canvassers using the model-home pitch? 

Mr. Chisik. I had a complaint. 

Mr. Simon. Just one? 

Mr. Chisik. That I recall ; yes. 

Mr. Simon. You only recall one? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What was the name of that salesman? 

Mr. Chisik. Howard. 

Mr. Simon. Is he the only salesman that you ever heard of that 
worked for you that used the model-home pitch ? 

Mr. Chlslk. That was the only one I had a complaint about. 

Mr. Simon. Is that the only one you ever heard about? Isn’t it a 
fac^ Mr. Chisik, that your canvassers did use the model-home pitch? 

M^r. Chisik. I don’t know. I was not with them. 

The Chairman. Did you ever teach them to use it? 

Mr. Chisik. No. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t deny they used it, do you? 

Mr. Chisik. I don’t know what they did, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t? 

Mr. Chisik. No. 

Mr. Simon. Did you care? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes'; I did. 

Mr. Simon. Did you sell on a par basis? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat was the basis on which your salesmen were com- 
pensated, or canvassers if you want to call them that ? 

Mr. Chisik. Well, we had an arrangement depending on the type of 
deal that we handled. It it was a minor deal, we received 10 percent 
of the gross amount of the sale. If it was a complicated deal 

Mr. Simon. You received 10 percent? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. And the salesmen 

Mr. Chisik. Received the balance. 

Mr. Simon. Isn’t this what happened, that you subcontracted all this 
work; didn’t you? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir ; we had our own employees. 

Mr. Simon. You had your own employees? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. When you had your own employees, did you figure out 
the cost somehow or other ? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Y ou got 10 percent off the top ? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. The salesman got everything else over the cost; is that 
right. 

Mr. Chisik. Providing the prices were not exorbitant. 

Mr. Simon. Let we ask you this: What was your rule as to deter- 
mining an exorbitant price? 

Mr. Chisik. Well, I would discuss the deal with the salesman and 
knowing how to figure construction, I knew whether it was in line or 
not and it was I accepted the deal. If it was not, I didn’t accept it or 
sent it back to make an adjustment. 
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Mr. Simon. How many cases did you refuse to accept because the 

price was too high? 

Mr. Chisik. a lot of them. 

Mr. Simon. How many? , -r i 

Mr. Chisik. I have been in business 15 years. I do not recall how 

Mr. Simon. Can you give us say a half dozen ? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Let’s have them. 

Mr. Chisik. The names you mean? 

Mr. Simon. Yes ; the names of the people whose deals you wouldn t 
accept because the price was too high. 

Mr. Chisik. I can’t remember that. 

Mr. Simon. Of all the deals you say you turned down you can’t 
give us the names ? 

Mr. Chisik. I haven’t been active in this business for a year and a 
half. 

Mr. Simon. Can you name one or two people whose deals you turned 
down because the price was too high ? 

Mr. Chisik. I can’t recall any names. 

Mr. Simon. Can you name just one, of a homeowner we can go out 
to and talk to whose deal you turned down because the salesman 
charged too high a price? 

Mr. Chisik. Perhaps I will look up the records. I might find one. 

I can’t remember. 

Mr. Simon. You can’t tell us now? 

Mr. Chisik. I can’t remember any names. 

Mr. Simon. Now did you have a couple of salesmen working for you 
by the name of A. A. Fox and Mark Howard? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What did they do they should not have done ? 

Mr. Chisik. Well, I know you are referring to two complaints. 

Mr. Simon. I was not referring to anything in particular. I just 
wanted to Imow what they did they should not have done. 

Mb*. Chisik. I know. You are referring to two deals that came to 
the attention of the securities commission. 

Mr. Simon. I was hoping you w'ould tell us all the things they did, 
even those that didn’t come to the attention of the securities commis- 
sion. 

Mr. Chisik. There was an occasion, one occasion when Mr. Fox had 
sold a porch repair, remodeling job, for the amount of $565 and re- 
ceived $65 deposit. These people decided to cancel their contract. 

I decided the contract was a legitimate contract and wouldn’t return 
the deposit. So it was brought to the attention of the securities com- 
mission, and in order to avoid undue publicity, I returned the $65. 

The Chairman. \Wiat was the date of that? 

Mr. Chisik. I don’t remember the date, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t they 

The Chairman. The Michigan Securities Commission suspended 
your license, in what year ? 

Mr. Simon. 1952. 

The Chairman. That is correct. 

Mr. Chisik. May I say this? 

The Chairman. Yes. 
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Mr. Chisik. They had this particular case, that we are referring to, 
and another case, where the job was sold by Mr. Howard, and they 
had given me a certain length of time to clarify the^ 2 particular 
deals, and in making contact I was 2 days late, according to the time 
they allowed me and it was as a result of that they suspended my 
license. 

Mr. Simon. How many different companies have you been connected 
with in the 14 years you were in the home improvement business ? 

Mr. CmsiK. Probably about four. 

Mr. Simon. Four? 

Wliat are the four ? Advance is one. 

Mr. Chisik. Glendale Home Improvement. 

Mr. Simon. Universal Jalousies is another; isn’t it? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Universal Jalousies? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Weren’t you connected with that ? 

Mr. Chisik. No. 

Mr. Simon. No connection at all? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever hear of the company ? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Simon. Were you ever in their office? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes, I was. 

Mr. Simon. What were you doing there ? 

Mr. Chisik. I was a salesman. 

Mr. Simon. Wouldn’t you call that being connected with the com- 
pany ? 

Mr. Chisik. You asked me if I was a partner. 

Mr. Simon. No, I didn’t. 

Mr. Chisik. I am sorry. I misunderstood you. 

Mr. Simon. I asked you how many companies in the home-improve- 
ment business you were connected with and I include salesmen or any- 
thing else in the 14 years you were in the business. 

Mr. Chisik. I was a salesman. 

Mr. Simon. How many were you connected with in any way in the 
14 years? 

Mr. Chisik. About five. 

Mr. Simon. I have given you three : Advance, Glendale, Universal. 
What else? 

Mr. Chisik. State Home Improvement Co. 

Mr. Simon. State Home Improvement. All right. 

Mr. Chisik. Interstate Asphalt Co; 

Mr. Simon. Any others? 

Mr. Chisik. Grand Modernization. 

Mr. Simon. Any others ? 

Mr. Chisik. That is all. 

Mr. Simon. From 1938 to 1952 are those the only five companies 
with which you had any business dealings whatever ? 

Mr. Chisik. That I recall. 

Mr. Simon. How long were you with Grand Modernization? 

Mr. Chisik. About 3 or 4 months. 

Mr. Simon. In what year ? 

Mr. Chisik. 1953. 
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Mr. Simon. 1953. How long were you with Interstate Asphalt? 
Mr. Chisik. About 2 years. 

Mr. Simon. What 2 years? 

Mr. Chisik. Probably 1940, 1941. 

Mr. Simon. How long were you with State Home ? 

Mr. Chisik. A couple of years. 

Mr. Simon. What years? 

Mr. Chisik. 1942, 1943. 

Mr. Simon. How long were you with Universal Jalousies ? 

Mr. Chisik. Three months. 

Mr. Simon. What period ? 

Mr. Chisik. 1953. 

Mr. Simon. How long were you with Glendale ? 

Mr. Chisik. Two years. 

Mr. Simon. What time ? 

Mr. Chisik. 1948-^9, 1 believe. 

Mr. Simon. How long were you with Advance ? 

Mr. Chisik. Two years. 

Mr. Simon. What period? 

Mr. Chisik. I donx recall the date, sir. 

Mr. Simon. I am sorry. 

Mr. Chisik. I don’t recall the dates. It is on record, I believe. 

Mr. Simon. It was in the fifties, wasn’t it ? 

Mr. Chisik. Probably. 

Mr. Simon. You have given us 6 companies for which you worked 
a total of about 8 years out of the 14. Who did you work for the 
other 6 years ? 

Mr. Chisik. Nobody else. 

Mr. Simon. Nobody else? 

Mr. Chisik. No. 

Mr. Simon. Were you unemployed all that time? 

Mr. Chisik. I might be mistaken whether it is 2 or 3 years. I don’t 
remember. 

Mr. Simon. You still are 6 years short. For example, you have 
given us nobody between 1943 and 1948. What did you do in that 
5-year period ? 

Mr. Chisik. I probably was associated with one or the other com- 
panies. I don’t remember the dates. I didn’t do anything else. 

Mr. Simon. I am not trying to pin you down to a week or month, 
but there is a 5 -year period. 

Mr. Chisik. During that total length of time those were the com- 
panies I was associated with, 

Mr. Simon. What were you doing the 5 or 6 years that are missing 
here? 

Mr. Chisik. There isn’t any years missing. I just don’t remember 
the dates. 

Mr. Simon. WHiat were you doing between 1943 and 1948? 

Mr. Chisik. I was in the same line of business. 

Mr. Simon. Wlio were you working with? 

Mr. Chisik. I am sorry, sir. I don’t remember the dates. It had 
to be one of these places. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know who you were working for or working 
with? 

Mr. Chisik. No. 
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Mr. Simon. You cannot remember that whole 5-year period? 

Mr. Chisik. It had to be one of those companies. 

The Chairman. You were not in business for yourself during that 
period, were you? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. If I was, it would be on record. 

The Chairman. Wliat have you been doing the last year and a half? 
Mr. Chisik. I am selling jalousies. 

The Chairman. What? 

Mr. Chisik. J alousie windows. 

Mr. Simon. That is with the Universal J alousies ? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. I^Hio are you with now? 

Mr. Chisik. Michigan Jalousies. 

Mr. Simon. When you were with Universal eJalousies did you do 
any work with Mrs. Ruth Stokes ? 

Mr. Chisik. No; I did not. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know her? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Have you ever had any business dealings with her ? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you — do you know Irving Swaab? 

Mr. Chisik. I knew him. 

Mr. Simon. What was his position in Universal Jalousies? 

Mr. Chisik. He was the owner. 

Mr. Simon. You worked for him? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did he have any business dealings with Mrs. Stokes 
that you know about? 

Mr. Chisik. I believe so. 

Mr. Simon. Have you ever had a conversation with Mrs. Stokes? 
Mr. Chisik. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever talk to her? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. When is the last time you talked to her ? 

Mr. Chisik. Last year, in 1953. 

Mr. Simon. What part of the year ? 

Mr. Chisik. In the summer. 

Mr. Simon. In the summer. Where was this conversation? 

Mr. Chisik. In the office of the Universal Jalousies. 

Mr. Simon. What was the subject of the conversation? 

Mr. Chisik. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Simon. Did it have anything to do with a loan ? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Have you talked to her since the summer of 1953 at any 
time? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You are absolutely certain of that? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. She has testified here this morning that she had been 
advised that the FBI was coming out to see her. Is that false ? 

Mr. Chisik. I don’t know whether it is false or not. I didn’t have 
any conversation with her. 

The Chairman. If you did not have any conversation it would be 
false, wouldn’t it? 
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Mr. Chisik. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. She says she talked to you ? 

Mr. Chisik. I didn’t talk to her. 

Mr. Simon. Did she talk to you ? 

Mr. Chisik. I haven’t seen her. 

Mr. Simon. Since when ? 

Mr. Chisik. I think I just told you that I didn't see her since 1953, 
last summer. 

Mr. Simon. We want to make very clear that there is no confusion 
in this record because one of you is not telling the truth. 

Mr. Chisik. I just declared myself. 

Mr. Simon. You say unequivocally you have not seen the woman 
since the summer of 1953 ? 

Mr. Chisik. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And what do you define as the summer? 

Mr. Chisik. I think the summer is between spring and fall. 

Mr. Simon. I want to make sure there is — would you say summer 
is over by September ? 

Mr. Chisik. I don’t know. I don’t keep track of the weather 
reports. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t? 

Mr. Chisik. And things of that kind. Summer is when it is warm 
and hot. 

Mr. Simon. When is the last time you saw Mrs. Stokes ? 

Mr. Chisik. I think I have just told you that the last time I saw 
her was in the summer of 1953. 

Mr. Simon. Can you fix that with respect to the month ? 

Mr. Chisik. July. 

Mr. Simon. July of 1953? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. You have not seen her since then ? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You are certain of that? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. In that July 1953 meeting did you discuss with her a 
title I loan she had just made ? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know a woman named Mildred Kedmond ? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Have you ever seen her in your life ? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know anything at all about a loan that Mrs. 
Mildred Redmond made ? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you get any part of the proceeds of that loan ? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Not a nickel’s worth? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know a Mrs. Reuben Davidson ? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know anything at all about a loan that she made 
in 1953 under title I ? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you get any part of the proceeds of that loan ? 
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Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did Mrs. Davidson pay you anything for making that 
loan or for services in connection with the loan ? 

Mr. Chisik. I don’t understand you. 

The Chairman. Repeat the question. 

Mr. Simon. Did any money come into your possession from Mrs. 
Davidson or from the proceeds of that loan for services that you per- 
formed or anything you did in connection with the loan ? 

Mr. Chisik. I performed no services. I received no money. 

Mr. Simon. You received nothing? 

Mr. Chisik. Nothing. 

Mr. Simon. Either from Mrs. Davidson or from the proceeds of her 
loan? 

Mr. Chisik. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And did you receive anything from Mrs. Redmond or 
her husband in connection with their loan ? 

Mr. Chisik. I don’t know anything about her loan. I received no 
money. 

Mr. Simon. Neither from her nor her husband ? 

Mr. Chisik. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Or from Mrs. Stokes ? 

Mr. Chisik. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Or Mr. Swaab ? 

Mr. Chisik. You asked me if I received any money from Mr. Swaab? 
Mr. Simon. In connection with the Redmond loan or in connection 
with the Davidson loan. 

Mr. Fordell. Excuse me just a moment. 

The Chairman. You may consult with your client. 

(Conference between Mr. Chisik and Mr. Fordell.) 

Mr. Simon. Do you recall the pending nuestion ? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes. You asked me if I got any money from Mr. 
Swaab in reference to any of these questions that you have asked me 
and I say “No.” 

Mr. Simon. Do you know a man named Lawyer Brown f 
Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Have you ever met him? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. A Mrs. Stokes — I am sorry, I withdraw that. 

Did you ever arrange a title I loan for Mrs. Stokes? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you know a man named Shenherd, who worked for 
the Industrial National Bank? William Shepherd? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you pay him any money? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Never paid him a dime? 

Mr. Chisik. No. sir. 

Mr. Simon. He has tastified here that in the year 1953, you paid him 
$1,650 in connection with title I loans. Is that false? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did you pay him anything in connection with title I 
loans ? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever pay any money at all to Mr. Shepherd? 
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Mr Chisik. I have never paid any money to anybody. 

Ur. Simon. Don’t you even pay your bills? 

Mr Chisik. Lately I am not. . . T.r ox, u 

Mr.‘ Simon. I see, but specifically with respect to Mr. Shepherd have 

you ever paid him a dime? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. , . ^ 

Mr. Simon. Never paid him anything i 

Mr. Chisik, No, sir. i 9 

Mr. Simon. You understand you are under oath? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes, sir. , 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Shepherd testified you did. Do you know any rea- 
son why he should say you paid him money if you hadn’t. 

(Conference between Mr. Chisik and Mr. Fordell.) 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. I wouldn’t know any reas( 

have to make that statement. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know a lady named Doris Thomas 5 

Mr. Chisik, No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You never met her? 


X* ux ucaa. / 

any reason why he would 


Mr. Chisik. No. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever hear the name before ? 

Mr. Chisik. I don’t believe so. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know whether you have ever heard the name 
before ? 

Mr. Chisik. I don’t recall it. 

Mr. Simon. Have you ever met her? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Are you certain you have never met Doris Tliomas? 

Mr. Chisik. I don’t have the least idea who she is. 

Mr. Simon. I can help you with that. She is the sister of Buth 
Stokes. Does that help refresh your memory ? 

Mr. Chisik. I have seen her. 

Mr. Simon. You have seen her? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever have any business dealings with her? 


Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever pay her any money? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. None whatever? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr, Simon. Do you know a lady named Cedar Point Thompson ? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever go to her house? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. When was that? 

Mr. Chisik. 1953. 

Mr. Simon. June 1953? 

Mr. Chisik. It is possible. 

Mr. Simon. What was the purpose of your going to Mrs. Thomp- 
son’s house? 

Mr. Chisik. I went to arrange repair loan for the owner of the 
Universal Jalousie Co. 

Mr. Simon. A repair loan by whom ? 

Mr. Chisik. By Universal Jalousie. 

Mr. Simon. Who was going to make the loan ? 
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The Chairman. Who was the homeowner? 

Mr. Chisik. I don’t know. I just went to confer with her about the 
work she wanted. 

The Chairman. Was she to make the loan? 

Mr. Simon. I don’t know, sir. I just went up to find out what work 
was required. I was representing myself as a salesman. 

Mr. Simon. Whom did you talk to ? 

Mr. Chisik:. I talked to Mrs. Thompson. 

Mr. Simon. What did she tell you ? 

Mr. Chisik. That she had to repair her home. 

Mr. Simon. She had to repair her home? 

Mr. Chisik. She had something or other about the home. I told 
her she couldn’t handle it and she would have to come in and see the 
owner of the company. He took care of those type of transactions 
himself. 

Mr. Simon. Wiat type of transaction was this ? 

Mr. Chisik. A loan. 

Mr. Simon. What type of transaction did you handle ? 

Mr. Chisik. I didn’t go into details more than that, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What type of transactions did you handle? 

Mr. Chisik. I handled transactions of the type where a job was 
installed and completed. 

Mr. Simon. What type was this? 

Mr. Chisik. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. How do you know this was not the type you handled? 

Mr. Chisik. I understand there was some misunderstanding about 
ownership, or not enough equity. I thought it might not be eligible 
or something to that effect so I just dropped it. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever get any part of the proceeds of that 
loan? 

Mr. Chisik. No. 

Mr. Simon. Did either Mrs. Thompson or Mrs. Stokes ever give 
you any part of the proceeds of that loan? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did Mr. Swaab ever give you any part of the proceeds 
of that loan? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You are certain of that? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. I would like to ask you another question about Mil- 
dred Redmond. Do you remember her? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You have never seen her? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. In April, May, or June of 1953 did either Mrs. Stokes 
or Mrs. Redmond, either one of them, come to the offices of the Uni- 
versal Jalousies Co. with a check for $1,200 of the Industrial National 
Bank, when you were there ? 

When you were in the UniverS^ J alousies’ offices ? 

Mr. Chisik. Is that the question ? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. Chisik. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Simon. Do you recall whether they ever came to the office while 
you were there in April, May, or June with a $1,200 check ? 
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Mr. Chisik. No. 

I do not recall. 

Mr. Simon. Are you prepared to say they did not come there with 
that check ? 

Mr. Chisik. I say I do not recall. 

Mr. Simon. You are not prepared to say they did not come with the 
check 

(Conference between Mr. Chisik and Mr. Fordell.) 

Mr. Chisik. I just don’t recall. 

Mr. Sdvion. Did either one of them during April, May, or June 1953 
come to the office of the Universal Jalousies with an Industrial Na- 
tional Bank check for $1,200 which was cashed by someone in the 
office while you were there ? 

Mr. Chisik. T don’t recall. 

Mr. Simon. You are not saying it did not happen, but merely that 
you do not recall it ; is that right ? 

Mr. Chisik. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Did either Mrs. Redmond or Mrs. Stokes receive a thou- 
sand dollars of such $1,200 check and was $200 kept by somebody in 
the office? 

Wliat was your answer to the last question? 

Mr. Chisik. Will you repeat the last question? 

(Question read.) 

Mr. Chisik. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t recall? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know whether Mr. Stokes’ father ever made a 
title I loan for $1,500? 

Mr. Chisik. I wouldn’t know. 

The Chairman. Let me ask you this question and maybe we can o-et 
around it. This is what Mrs. Stokes testified to under oath. I am 
going to find out what your answer is to it : 

Mrs. Stokes. Yes. They seemed to work together, but he seemed to be the bie 
wheel. ^ 

That is referring to you. 

Was he a partner of Jack Chisik? 

Mr. Sells, that is the lawyer in Washington — 

So you and your daddy went out to the company, the Universal Jalousies, and 
Jack drove you and your daddy to the bank. 

Is that right ? 

The Chairman. The Jack here is you. 

Mrs. Stokes. Yes, Mr. Sells. 

And your daddy picked up the $1,500? 

Mr.s. Stokes. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Did you get the $1,500? 

Mrs. Stokes. Yes. 

Mr. Sell. How much of it did Mr. Chisik ask for? 

Mis. Stokes. I don’t remember now. I tliink it was $350. 

Did you give it to him? 

Mrs. Stokes. Yes. 

Is that testimony correct? 

Well, sir, I believe, to the best of my knowledge, that 
that testimony is correct, and I might add that I was acting for a 
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man who was incapacitated and couldn’t move around Very well him- 
self. 

The Chairman. Who was the man? 

Mr. Chisik. Mr. Swaab. 

The Chairman. Mr. Swaab? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes. 

The Chairman. Is that the same Mr. Swaab that testified here yes- 
terday? 

Mr. CinsiK. No, sir. That was his father. 

The Chairman. So this testimony is correct, excepting you took 
the $350 for Mr. Swaab ? 

Mr. Chisik. That is right. 

The Chairman. Then you do know Mrs. Stokes, do you not? 

Mr. CmsiK. I said I did. 

Mr. Simon. How was that $350 handled in the books of the com- 
pany? 

Mr. Chisik. I wouldn’t know, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you get any part of it? 

Mr. Chtsik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What did you do with the $350? 

Mr. Chisik. I gave it to Mr. Swaab. 

Mr. Simon. In cash? 

Mr. CmsiK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. .^TMON. You got no part of it? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You did get a part of it? 

Mr. CmsiK. No, sir, I meant. 

Mr. Simon. You got no part of that money? 

Mr. CmsiK. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know what he did with it? 

Mr. CmsiK. No, sir, I don’t. 

Mr. Simon. You were iust a sale^sman there, you say? 

Mr. CmsTK. Well, sir, Mr. Swaab had a bad heart, and I performed 
a lot of services for him. 

Mr. Simon. And everything yon did — everything that might have 
been done that was wrong was done for him ; is that right? 

Mr. Chisik. No. We had a lot of contracts we fulfilled. 

Mr. Simon. What was your function in the office? 

Mr. Chisik. T contracted jobs for him. 

Mr. Simon. You mean you contracted jobs, subcontracted? 

Mr. CmsiK. I performed the work. 

Mr. Simon. How much did he pay you? 

Mr. CmsTK. It depends on the job! 

Mr. Simon. Were vou on a commission basis or salary basis? 

Mr. CmsiK. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the basis? 

Mr. CmsTK. We had no definite agreement. 

Mr. Simon. You mean vou rpade a separate deal on each job? 

Mr. CmsiK. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. In advance? 

Mr. Chisik. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Do you keep any records ? 

Mr. CmsiK. Some. 

Mr. Simon. Were you the salesman on these jobs? 
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Mr. Chisik. What jobs? 

Mr. Simon. The jobs that you are talking about with Swaab. 

Mr. Chisik. Occasionally 1 was a salesman. Occasionally it was a 
job that had been sold by somebody else that I handled. 

Mr. Simon. When you handled a job sold by somebody else, what did 

you do ? 

Mr. Chisik. I arranged labor and material in order to complete the 
job. 

Mr. Simon. What would you be paid for that ? 

Mr. Chisik. It depends on the amount of the job, amount of work 
involved. 


Mr. Simon. Was it a percentage? 

Mr. Chisik. Sometimes. 

Mr. Simon. What was the percentage ? 

Mr. Chisik. We had no detinite agreement on any particular deal. 
It might have been 25 percent, it might have been 30 percent, it might 
have been 40 percent. 

Mr. Simon. When you sold the job, how much did you get, when you 
were the salesman on the job? 

Mr. Chisik. It also depends upon the type of j ob it was. No definite 


agreement. 

The Chairman. Didn’t you work on a par basis? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

The Chairman. You got everything over a certain amount? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you work on this basis : He got 10 percent off the 
top and you got everything else between 10 percent and cost ? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. We didn’t handle siding. We handled all 
construction. 

Mr. Simon. Did you file an income-tax return for last year ? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have the records in which you computed the 
taxable income that you had ? 

Mr. Chisik. My auditor has. My bookkeeper has. 

Mr. Simon. Who is your auditor? 

Mr. Chisik. Mr. Warnick. 

Mr. Simon. What is his full name ? 

Mr. Chisik. Sidney. 

Mr. Simon. How do you spell that? 

Mr. Chisik. W-a-r-n-i-c-k. 

Mr. Simon. Where is his office? 

Mr. Chisik. 1804r-16 Kentucky. 

Mr. Simon. He has all of your records? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have any records that he doesn’t have? 

Mr. Chisik. I don’t believe so. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know, though, is that right? 

Mr. Chisik. I don’t know, no. 

Mr. Simon. One thing 1 want to make very clear in this record, so 
there will be no dispute about it at a later date: You are absolutely 
certain you never paid a dime to William R. Shepherd? 

Mr. CmsiK. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You are absolutely certain you didn’t pay him? 

Mr. Chisik. I am sure I didn’t. 
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Mr. Simon. You are sure you did not pay him ? 

Mr. Chisik. I am sure I didn’t, yes, sir. I am sure I did not pay 
him. 

The Chairman. Did a company for which you were working pay 
him? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Regardless of whose money it was, did you ever transmit 
money to him ? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

The Chairman. You never even handled the money? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Chairman. Then Mr. Shepherd deliberately lied and perjured 
himself here ? 

Mr. Chisik. As far as I am concerned, he did. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know a man named Wallace Helies ? 

Mr. Chisik. Yes. I met him once. 

Mr. Simon. Just once? 

Mr. Chisik. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. When was that? 

Mr. Chisik. The summer of 1953. 

Mr. Simon. Can you fix the month again ? 

Mr. Chisik. July. 

Mr. Simon. What was the occasion of your meeting with him? 

Mr. Chisik. Casual meeting. That is all. 

Mr. Simon. Where? 

Mr. Chisik. In the offices of the Universal Jalousies. 

Mr. Simon. What was he doing there? 

Mr. Chisik. He came to see Mr. Swaab. 

Mr. Simon. About what? 

Mr. CmsiK. I wouldn’t know. 

Mr. Simon. You had never seen him before? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Never seen him since? 

Mr. Chisik. (No response.) 

The Chairman. I want to get back to this Shepherd. Answer that 
question first. 

Mr. Chisik. I don’t recall seeing him. 

The CiiAHtMAN. Have you ever seen him since? 

Mr. CiiTsiK. I don’t recall seeing him, unless it was casual someplace. 
Mr. Simon. You are not prepared to say you didn’t see him ? 

Mr. Chisik. I don’t 

Mr. Simon. My question was whether you had casually seen him. 
Mr. Chisik. I might have seen him driving by and said “Hello.” 
Mr. Simon. You never had any business dealings with him? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. None whatever? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Do you think Mr. Shepherd would embarrass 
himself to publicly state that ydu gave him $1,650 ? 

Mr. Chisik. Maybe he is covering for somebody else. I don’t know. 
Mr. Simon. Let me ask you one more question about Doris Thomas. 
Do you recall her now? 

Mr. Ciiism. I don’t remember her face. I remember the name. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever have a discussion with her about a loan? 
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Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You never talked to her about a loan? 

Mr. Chisik. I don’t recall anything. 

Mr. Simon. That wasn’t my question. 

Mr. Chisik. I don’t recall talldng to her. 

Mr. Simon. Are you prepared to say under oath you never had a 
discussion with Doris Thompson about a loan ? 

Mr. (hiisiK. I don’t recall it. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t recall it? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You are not willing to deny that you ever had a dealing 

with her on a loan ? 

Mr. Chisik. I don’t recall it. 

Mr. Simon. If you saw her would that refresh your recollection ? 

Mr. Chisik. Probably not. 

Mr. Simon. You just can’t recall any of these things; is that right? 

Mr. Chisik. It depends what the things are. 

Mr. Simon. Did you handle a loan for her which was turned down 
and then finally get her another loan ? 

Mr. Chisik. I don’t recall it. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t recall it? 

Mr. Chisik. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. It happened just last year. 

Mr. Chisik. It is very possible. There is a lot of things I don’t 
recall. 

Mr. Simon. But your memorv isn’t that good? 

Mr. Chisik. I am getting old. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you. 

The C’liAiRMAN. I just want to say this for the record, because we 
will be forced to refer to the district attorney here the testimony of 
this gentleman, as well as others, because of the fact that they are 
contradicting each other. 

In other words, somebody is lying, and we will be forced to turn it 
all over to the district attorney here for the proper treatment. 

Mr. Fordell. Are you through with Mr. Chisik? 

The Chairman. I think so. You might remain around, if you will, 
until a little later. 

Is Mr. Bard here? 

Mr. Bard. Yes, sir. 

Tlie Chairman. Will you take the witness stand, Mr. Bard? 

Mr. Bard, will you be sworn ? Do you solemnly swear the testi- 
mony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Bard. I do. 

TESTIMONY OF JOHN BARD, ACCOUNTANT, BANKING AND 
CURRENCY COMMITTEE— Resumed 

The Chairman. Give your full name and address to the reporter. 

Mr. Bard. John Bard, 1311 South Thomas Street, Arlington, Va. 

The Chairman. And you are employed by the General Accounting 
Office in Washington? 

Mr. Bard. I am an employee of the General Accounting Office in 
Wasliington. 
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The Chairman. You were assigned by tliem to this committee to 
assist us? 

Mr. Bard. That is right. 

The Chairman. We asked yesterday for the statement of the Cozy 
Homes Corp. They brought their books down and gave them to you. 
We want you now to tell us what their sales amounted to ; how much 
the subcontractors received, because they are a company in which they 
just had an office and 1 or 2 employees and how much their sales was, 
how much they paid subcontractors and how much they paid sales- 
men. 

Mr. Bard. Yes, sir. The books indicated that during the year 1950, 
there was less than $10,000 in sales and distributions, so I ignored 
that. 

The Chairman. What about the next year ? 

Mr. Bard. The year of 1951, the gross sales were $181,524.63. 

The Chairman. Out of that, how much did the salesmen receive? 

Mr. Bard. Sir, may I combine that with the 2 months of 1952? 

The Chairman. All right. 

Mr. Bard. In which the sales amounted to $24,008.62. That was 
a total of $205,&32. 

The Chairman. Out of the sales, how much did the salesmen re- 
ceive ? 

Mr. B.ard. The salesmen received $101,017, or approximately, very 
close, to between 49 and 50 percent of the gross sales. 

The Chairman. And the subcontractors received how much? 

Mr. Bard. The subcontractors received a net amount of $84,204, or 
40 percent. 

The Chairman. And the so-called Cozy Home? 

Mr. Bard. Keceived $20,553. 

The Chairman. For simply being the brokers ? 

Mr. Bard. That is right. 

The Chairman. In other words, the normal salesman’s commis- 
sion would be about 10 to 15 percent on this sort of thing? 

Mr. Bard. I would think so. 

The Chairman. It simply means the homeowners were fleeced out 
of something like, by this one firm, something like $80,000 as a result 
of this selling on the par basis ? 

Mr. Bard. That is right ; about $85,000. 

The Chairman. Giving a salesman a price and saying, “Everything 
over that price you secure you may keep.” 

Mr. Bard. That is right. 

The Chairman. In this instance a salesman on approximately $200,- 
000 worth of sales 

Mr. Bard. $101,000. 

The Chairman. They collected $101,000? 

Mr. Bard. That is right. 

The Chairman. Which was 100 percent. 

Mr. Bard. Fifty percent of the gross profit but 100 percent on the 
sales. 

The Chairman. That, of course, is the general pattern we are find- 
ing all over the United States on the part of many, many dealers, and 
in this instance the homeowners were beat out of possibly $80,000, 
and we don’t know how much — we don’t know whether the product 
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was worth what they did pay for it. It shows the pattern that has 
been going on for many years in title I. 

Mr. Bai?d. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Kaufman, will you please come forward ? 

testimony of JEROME J. KAUFMAN, ALSIDE ALUMINUM CO., 
AKRON, OHIO, ACCOMPANIED BY ROBERT H. WINN, COUNSEL 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God ? 

Mr. Kaufman. I do. 

I The Chairman. Please be seated and give your full name and 
* address to the reporter. 

Mr. Kaufman. J erome J. Kaufman, 160 Hampshire Koad, Akron, 
Ohio. 

Mr. Simon. And you are — ^what is your business ? 

Mr. Kaufman. We are a manufacturer of aluminum products. 

Mr. Simon. Called what ? 

Mr. Kaufman. Alside, A-l-s-i-d-e. 

Mr. Simon. That is a siding for homes ? 

Mr. Kaufman. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. The gentleman with you is your attorney ? Will 
you give your name, please ? 

Mr. Winn. RobertH. Winn, Washington, D. C. 

The Chairman. We only have a few questions for you today be- 
cause I am pretty certain we will want to question you later, because 
your distributor, I understand, Mr. Eisen, was in Chicago when we 
were there, and was unable to testify because of illness. 

Mr. Kaufman. Senator, he is not our distributor. 

The Chairman. I want to ask you a few questions about that. 

Do you know a Mr. Eisen, in Chicago ? 

Mr. Kaufman. Yes, sir ; I do. 

The Chairman. What connection does he have with your company ? 
Mr. Kaufman. He is a broker. 

The Chairman. What do you mean by it broker ? 

Mr. Kaufman. He contacts existing companies who are in the 
construction business and sells them our material. 

Mr. Chairman. Does he have the exclusive brokerage rights from 
Chicago to the Pacific coast? 

Mr. Kaufman. Yes. 

The Chairman. He is the exclusive 

Mr. Kaufman. Except for what we may sell directly ourselves. 

The Chairman. Then he does not have exclusive rights, then? 

Mr. Kaufman. Technically, no. 

The Chairman. You are certain he does not have exclusive rights? 
Mr. Kaufman. I have no other man in there other than myself. 

The Chairman. Mr. Eisen, in Chicago, sells the dealers ? 

Mr. Kaufman. That is right. 

The Chairman. E^tablishedde'alers, and sells the dealers^ ' 

Mr. Kaufman. That is right, sir. . ^ 

The ChairmanI This Mr. Eisen, E-i-s-e-n, after he has established a 
dealer and sold him a carload or 3 or 4 .e^rload$, .or whatever the 
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quantity is, of siding, doesn’t he have crews of salesmen move in to 
sell that siding for those dealers ? 

Mr. Kaufman. No, sir. 

The Chairman. He never has had ? 

Mr. Kaufman. Not to my knowledge, sir. 

The Chairman. Are you certain? 

Mr. Kaufman. As certain as I can be. 

The Chairman. Hid you ever hear of the Cane, C-a-n-e, Enter- 
prises, which was owned by Harry Cane? 

Mr. Kaufman. Yes, sir; I did. 

The Chairman. Did he not sell for Mr. Eisen, your broker, as 
you call him? 

Mr. Kaufman. No, sir; he did not. 

The Chairman. You are certain of that? 

Mr. Kaufman. I am certain, sir. 

The Chairman. -Who was Eis^n selling for? 

Mr. il^UFMAN. Eisen did not sell for anyone but ourselves. 

The Chairman. Eisen sold for you ? 

Mr. Kaufman. That is right, sir. 

The Chairman. How would you compensate him ? 

Mr. Kaufman. By a certain percentage. 

The Chairman. You gave him a percentage. Was it the par basis 
we have been discussing this morning? 

Mr. Kaufman. No, sir ; we are manufacturing. We are not in retail 
siding. 

The Chairman. You are manufacturers of siding? 

Mr. ICaufman. There is no par in the manufacturing, sir. 

The Chairman. But your dealers used the par system? 

Mr. Kaufman. That is up to their own discretion how to run their 
business. 

The Chairman. You don’t know whether they do or do not? 

Mr. Kaufman. No. The only thing we hope is they cooperate with 
. us. 

The Chairman. Are you prepared to say they do? 

Mr. Kaufman. I don’t Imow whether they do or don’t, sir. 

The Chairman. Do you pay Eisen ? 

Mr. Kaufman. Yes, sir; we do. 

The Chairman. But you pay him on a commission basis? 

Mr. Kaufman. It is a certain set fee per unit. 

The Chairman. Does he pay all of his own expenses? 

Mr. KIaufman. Yes. 

The Chairman. How much fee do you pay him per square foot, or 
whatever unit you sell? 

Mr. Kaufman. Just one moment. 

(Discussion between Mr. Kaufman and Mr. Winn.) 

Mr. Kaufman. It is $70 per 100 square feet. 

The Chairman. You pay Eisen $70 a hundred square feet? 

Mr. Kaufman. That is right. 

The Chairman. For all the dding he sells? 

Mr. Kaufman. That is right. 

The Chairman. He sells it to the dealers at a stipulated price? 

Mr. Kaufman. Dealers and distributors; yes, sir. 

The Chairman. You collect from the dealers and distributors? 
Mr. K!aupman. Yes, sir. 



FHA INVESTIGATION 


2901 


The Chairman. Do you know whether or not Eisen does employ 
crews of salesmen to go in, then, and sell for these dealers and dis- 
tributors? 

Mr. ICatjtman. Would you please rephrase that ? 

The Chairman. I said, do you know whether Eisen does employ 
crews of salesmen to go in and sell for the dealers and distributors after 
he establishes them ? 

Mr. IC^UFMAN. I said, sir, he does not. 

The Chairman. He does not ? 

Mr. Kaufman. That is correct. 

The Chairman. You do not give your dealers and distributors any 
sales help whatsoever ? 

Mr. Kaufman. No, sir 5 not in the vein that you are speakinjr of. 

The Chairman. What? ^ ^ 

Mr. ICvuFMAN. Not in the vein you are speaking of. 

The Chairman. How do you handle it ? 

IV^. ICaufman. We have sample boards which display the products 
we have, we have literature which explains the products, we have 
story books which show various homes that have been applied, which 

IS more as a sales aid, or the paraphernalia used in demonstration of 
this material. 

The Chairman. Are you prepared to say that Mr. Eisen, or your 
company, after you sell a distributor or dealer a carload or 2 0^3 
carloads, did not ^t m touch with Cane Enterprises and say, ‘T iust 
sold X amount to X company in Evansville or Houston, or some ot^r 
gmnt,^and you ought to get in touch with them and make your own 

Mr. IvATiPMAN. That I cannot say. 

haSfeS oXtbasts? 

^ instructions are, Mr. Eisen 

IS our broker and he is not to send any salesmen or have anything to do 

with any salesmen or dealers. We are a manufacturer, not i/retaO 
TheCHAiiiMAN. We have had numerous complaints, of course about 

th^iding business, as you know, in respect to FHA title I ’ 

Mr. Kaufhan. There happens to be about 200 various maniifac 



llie Chairman. I don’t think that is true of the testimonv Knf 
I can show you testimony in other places where it did app^y to yow 

H/T-. -rr- 
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Mr. Kaufman. Yes, sir; I am. 

TIT <liiestions ? 
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Mr. Simon. You recall he testified that when Eisen sold a jol), 

n 4-1^ «T 


Eisen would tell the dealer, “I will get you a crew of salesmen \i\l 
will come in and sell this siding for you before your bill is due,” and 
Harry Cane would move in witn his salesmen and move the product 
Mr. EIaufman. I don’t have the record, but I thinli if you look 
at it you will find that isn’t what he said. 

Mr. Simon. That is what Cane testified. 

Mr. KLaufman. That was in secret session possibly. 1 wouldn’t have 
that record. 

, Mr. Simon. Cane did so testify. Do you know whether that is 
true? 

Mr. Kaufman. I would say it is not true, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know i.t is not true ? 

Mr. Kaufman. To the best of my belief, it is not true. 

Mr. Simon. To the best of your belief ? 

, Mr. Kaufman. That is correct. I trust the man who is my broker, 
iind I can’t verify what a man may say or do. All I can say is what I 
believe. I can vouch for what I do. 

' The Chairman. The testimony we received in Chicago was to the 
effect that Harry Cane, as you know, has a very long criminal record. 

. Mr. Kaufman. S^r, I don’t know that. 

The Chairman. He is the brother of Mickey Cohen. He has a 
very long criminal record and his testimony was that he would get 
these men together, they would go out and Mr. Eisen would sell a 
deal and he would move in with these gentlemen and sell the goods 
direct to the homeowners. In fact, the whole crew were arrested in 
Houston, Tex. 

: Mr. BIaufman. Did he state whether he sold any other manufac 
turers’ material ? 

The. Chairman. Yes; I think he did from time to time. 

Mr. Kaufman. He did. Did he state when he went to Texas he 
went there to sell our material ? 

The Chairman. I don’t know whether he did or not. 

Mr. Kaufman. Thank you. 

The Chairman. The fact remains that, if you want to get technical 
and start asking questions 

Mr. Kaufman. No ; I just was wondering about his testimony. 
The Chairman. That I shall tell a little more, and that is that 
we have had a lot of complaint about yoiir siding, we have had a lot 
of complaint that hoodlums were out selling your goods and you knew 
about it. 

Mr. Kaufman. Senator, is it our siding or is it . about the indi 
,viduals? r ' ' ‘ 

The Chahiman. It is about yourself and your company. 

Mr. Kaufman. You mean our company is selling this? 

Mr. Simon. Do you have a customer in Houston named Atlas Co.? 
Mr. Kaufman. No. 

Mr. Simon. Did vou ever sell to the Atlas Co. ?. . 

Mr. Kaufman. , Yes. ' \ 

; ' The Chairman. It must have been a customer, wasn’t it? 

^ 3flr. Kaufma;n. In 1948 and 1949. ' 
^ The Chairman. The question was did you have a customer by the 
name of Atlas, and you said “No.” 

Mr. Kaufman. No ; the question was “Do I have,” sir. 
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Mr. Simon. You had a customer named Atlas in 1948 and 1949? 

Mr. Kaufman. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And the case the Senator spoke of, where Cane’s people 
were arrested in Houston, they were down moving siding for the 
Atlas Co. 

Mr. Kaufman. In what year, sir? In 1950 and 1951, not when 
we sold them. 

Mr. SmoN. 1950. 

■ Mr. Kaufman. 1950. 

Mr. Simon. When did you stop selling them ? 

Mr. Kaufman. In 1949. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat time of the year? 

Mr. Kaufman. That I don’t recall, sir, but he did not have any 
. material when those men were there, because we had repurchased 
what he had left prior to that time. 

The Chairman. We are going to dismiss you now from this sub- 
' pena, and we are going to have to listen to Mr. Eisen, who has been 
ill, and was unable to testify in Chicago. We are going to go into this 
case further. We will now dismiss 5mu, if you please, and dismiss 
‘ you from your siibpena. 

The Chairman. Is Mi's. Mary S. Galler present ? 

Will you be sworn, please? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 
Mrs. Galler. I do. 

The Chairman. Thank you. Will you please be seated? 

Give your full name and address to the reporter. 

TESTIMONY OF MRS. MARY S. GALLER, DETROIT, MICH. 

Mrs. Galler. Mary Galler, G-a-l-l-e-r, 8885 Stout, Detroit, Mich. 
The Chairman. You may m'oceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Simon. \ ou are Mary S. Galler of 8835 Stout, Detroit, Mich.? 
Mrs. Galler. Ye^ sir. 

Mr. Simon. Mrs. Galler, do you and your husband own your home? 
Mrs. Galler. I do not have a husband, myself. 

Mrs. Simon. Do you own your home? ' 

Ml'S. Galler. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did you purchase a home remodeling job recently? 

Mrs. Galler. Well, it really Avas not a remodeling job. It was just 
an incinerator. 

Mr. Simon. Wlien was that? 

Mrs. Gali^r. October 1953. 

Mr. Simon. And Avill you tell us what happened? 

Mrs. Galler. Well, they sold it to me on the pretense of I would 
nave to furnish them Avith names and for each name that I furnished 
them, I would get $5, then that would be the way I could pay off this 
incinerator. • 

Mr. Simon. How much was the incinerator going to cost? 

Mrs. Galler. I figured it would run one-hundred- and-sixty-some 
hollars. I don’t remember the exact amount noAv. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat was the nature of the incinerator? 

Mrs. Gali.er. It was a gas-posal. 

Mr. Simon. How did that work? 
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Mrs. Galler. You put your materials in and it had an automatic 
pilot light and it was supposed to burn up the garbage and rubbish. 

Mr. Simon. Was it installed in the house? 

Mrs. Galler. In the basement. 

Mr. Simon. Was it a part of the house? 

Mrs. Galler. Well, it is a separate unit the same as a washing 
machine is installed. 

Mr. Simon. You were going to get $5 for each name you gave them! 

Mrs. Galler. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Even if they didn’t sell that person ? 

Mrs. Galler. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What was the name of the company you bought this 
from? 

Mrs. Galler. Almar Distributing Co. 

Mr. Simon. Distributing Co. ? 

Mrs. Galler. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know their address? 

Mrs. Galler. At the time of the purchase agreement they had an 
office in Cadillac Tower and that was the only office I knew, but when 
I called there the first time, the girl there said she was just taking 
their calls so ajmarently they didn’t even have their office there. 

Mr. Simon. Did you give them the names of any people ? 

Mrs. Galler. Yes; I did. On the very first day I gave them four 
names. 

Mr. Simon. Did they ever pay you $5 for any of them ? 

Mrs. Galler. No; but he said I already earned $20 which in turn I 
would get a bond and that bond I would turn right back to the company 
and that would be my payment. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever get the bond ? 

Mrs. Galler. No. 

Mr. Simon. Was this a title I loan ? 

Mrs. Galler. Well, I didn’t know. It was not anything so far aqT 
was concerned except an agreement. 

Mr. Simon. Did you sign an application for a title I loan ? 

Mrs. Galler. No; I didn’t. 

Mr. Simon. Are you now paying a bank ? 

Mrs, Galler. No; because when, about a week after the unit was 
installed, I received this book of coupons, or payments slips from the 
City Bank informing me that those were the slips I would send in with 
my monthly payments, that is when I called the company and I said 
I didn’t want it financed that way. I had no intention of financing it 
that way, because I figured I could, do it with this bond plan and then 
if I ran out of names, then I could always go to a place where I always 
do my money dealing, and then that is when tliey said that I had signed 
this FHA agreement. 

Mr. Simon. Did you sign an FHA application ? 

Mrs. Galler. No ; I did not. 

Mr. Simon. Have you ever, gone to the bank and asked them to show | 
it to you? 

Mrs. Galler. No; but I did get a paid-up receipt after this whole 
thing was over. I got a paid-up notice from the bank though I liadn’t 
paid one penny, and it had my name on it, but it was not my signature. 

Mr. Simon. The application had your name on it ? 

Mrs. Galler. It had my name on it, but it was not my signature. 
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Mr. Simon. When you complained somebody paid the note ; is that 

^^*Slrs. Galler. When I complained, the woman said that I had signed 
it I said, “No ; I didn’t sign any FHA agreement because I wouldn’t 
(io it that way.” It was not for that amount, anyway, and she said 
that I signed it when the installation man took — when the installa- 
tion maircame to my house and installed it. I have to sign this in- 
stallation receipt. She said that is when I signed the FHA agree- 
ment. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ? 

Mrs. Galler. Well, I signed for the installation of the incinerator, 
yes, but I did not know that is the way they handled their FHA 
requests. 

Mr. Simon. You did not know you were signing an FHA applica- 
tion ? 

Mrs. Galler. No ; but then as it happened it was not the applica- 
tion because when I got this form back from the City Bank, that 
was the thing that I was supposed to have signed and I did not sign it. 
Mr. Simon. That was a forgery? 

Mrs. Galler. I think it was. 

Mr. Simon. Was it your signature? 

Mrs. Galler. It was not my signature. 

Mr. Simon. And do you know who did pay the note? 

Mrs. Galler. No; I do not, except that when they took the in- 
cinerator out they asked me if I would return the book of coupons 
to them, which I did, and so then that was all that I heard about it. 

I Then when I got my paid-up receipt for something that I had not 
paid up I figured it was handled at their end. 

Mr. Simon. So you are one incinerator ahead? 

Mrs. Galler. No; they took it out. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you very much. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. 

Is Marie Halbeisan here ? 

Mr. Simon. Will you come forward, please ? 

The Chairman. Marie Halbeisan is not here. 

Is Izal Crouther here, please? 

I Mr. Crouther, will you come forward, please? 

Will you be sworn, please ? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will 
i be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
I God? 

TESTIMONY OF IZAL CROUTHER, INKSTER, MICH. 

Mr. Crouther. I do. 

The Chairman. Thank you. Please give your full name and ad- 
dress to the reporter, please. 

Mr. Crouther. Izal Crouther, 3660 Moore Street, Inkster, Mich. 
Mr. Simon. You are Izal Crouther? 

Mr. CnoirrHER. C-r-o-u-t-h-e-r. 

Mr. Simon. You live at 3660 Moore Street? 

Mr. Crouther. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. That is Inkster, Mich.? 

Mr. Crouther. That is right. 
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Mr, Simon. Did you purchase some home repairs, or repairs to 
your building from the Oak Park Building & Supply Co.? 

Mr. Croui'her. Well, they were out driving past my place in earl? 
1953, March or April, and they saw me working, Mr. Fargo, his aoi 
Mr. Fargo, the father and Mr. Swaab. 

Mr. Simon. The three of tliem ? 

Mr. Crouther. In a Cadillac. 

Mr. Simon. In a Cadillac? 

Mr. Crouther. Yes. They drove into the side of the place and 
saw I was working and asked me if I wanted some help. I told them 
I might need some help but I didn't have the money. He said, “We 
will help you. You don’t need no money.” I started to talking 
with them concerned about what I am doing and they said, “What 
ai'e you trying to do here,” so I told them I was building the porch, 
taking dirt out from the basement and I wanted to close it in with 
glass, so I says, “If I get anything done, I want the dormer brought 
overhead over the porch and I can rent it out.” 

Mr. Simon. I am sorry ' 

Mr. Crouther. The dormer to be brought out over the head of 
the porch. 

Mr. Simon. The dormer? 

Mr. Crouther. Yes; out over the porch so I could rent this out. 

Mr. Simon. You were going to rent out that space, then ? 

Mr. Crouther. That is right. That is all I could afford to pay for 
it because I get an income on that. 

Mr. Simon. You couldn’t afford to pay for it until you rented it 
out and got the income ? 

Mr. Crouther. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What did they tell you? 

Mr. Crouther. They told me they would do it and he wrote up a 
contract for that and I asked what it would cost. He said it would 
be around $1,600. 

Mr. Simon. $ 1,600. 

Mr. Crouther. That is right. I told him it was too stiff. We ar- 
gued terrible about it. He said he couldn’t get it for any less, so he 
went in with this contract and somehow it didn’t go through. It was 
turned down. 

Mr. Simon. What do you mean it didn’t go through ? 

Mr. Crouther. He came back and said he didn’t get the deal 
through. 

Mr. Simon. Who came back ? 

Mr. Crouther. Mr. Fargo. 

Mr. Simon. The father? 

Mr. Crouther. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did he tell you why it wouldn’t go through ? 

Mr. Crouther. He didn’t explain. I was not particularly anxious 
for it anyway. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat happened then ? 

Mr. Crouther. He asked trie about getting materials to finish my 
house off, which he would furnish. I did all the roof work, cased in 
the windows, and all I had to do was get the boards on the inside. 
He says, “Let me furnish you material for that.” I talked with him 
and I says, “Wliat would that cost ?” He says, “Wliat did I want to 
use in there?” And I told him this Imotty pine board is what I 
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wanteii to use, and he looked around and figured and he says, “I 
wouldn’t be able to pay for that. That would cost so much money.” 
I said, “Why does that cost so much?” He says, “It costs too much 
money, you wouldn't be able to pay for knotty pine boards to do this 
job.” I only had 7 by Most of it was windows. I didn’t see why 
it would cost so much money^ with 8-foot walls. He says, “I will 
(ret you some stuff that you will be satisfied with, don’t woriy about 
That. We will do it for $450.” 

Mr. Simon. $450? 

Mr. Croui'her. “Send you this stuff for $450.” That is what he 
said it would cost. Pretty soon, I don’t know, we argued around about 
that for a while and in a few days, I don’t know just how long it 
was, the truck came in and I signed an agreement to take this material 
for $450. 

Mr. Simon. Was that cash? 

Mr. Grouther. That was to be financed. 

Mr. Simon. No downpayment? 

Mr. Grouther. No downpayment. 

Mr. Simon. Paid over a 3-year period of time? 

Mr. Grouther. That is right. He finally sent this truck out witl\ 
some stuff. I wasn’t there but some of my people was there when 
the truck arrived. I was working day shift. I got in about 4 : 30. 
He was on the phone as soon as I got in and told me the bank was 
going to call me concerning the stuff tiiat was brought out there. 

Mr. Simon. Who was on the phone? 

Mr. Grouther. The bank, Mr. Fargo, himself. 

Mr. Simon. Father or son? 

Mr. Grouther. It was the father. He was on the phone and he 
says, “The bank is going to call you pretty soon concerning your job, 
and you tell them everything is okay, the material and work.” I didn’t 
understand what he was talking about, material and work, because 
there was no work to it. It was just the material he was to deliver 
to me. Then the banlt called, and the lady called me, and she said, 
“How about the deal with Mr. Fargo there, the work they are going 
to do for you. Is it okay for me to give them the money?’’ So I told 
her, “I haven’t had a chance to check the stuff yet. I just got in from 
work. I want to see what is here.” 

Mr. Simon. What bank was this ? 

Mr. Grouther. Industrial National. 

The Ghairman. Industrial National Bank? 

Mr. GROtriTiER. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What else did you tell her? 

Mr. Grouther. I told her I wanted to have a chance to check the 
wStufF. She said, “You had better hurry, because we will close pretty 
soon. It will be next week before you can get it done if you hold out 
long.” I called him back to see why more stuff was not sent. 

I jotted it down on the contract. It looked like it was sent out 
from another job, I wasn't satisfied with it. I told him I wasn’t. 

He. said, “Don’t worry, we will get the rest out, all you need and 
all you want,” so I \vent to call the bank back and it was closed. I still 
didn’t tell her she could okay the deal with hiinj but they finally came 
back out and I couldn’t do no business with him. He sent the boys 
out, his son, young Fargo and this Mr. Swaab. 

Mr. Simon. Which Swaab? 
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Mr. Crouther. Swaab. 

Mr. Simon. Which one? 

Mr. Crouther. I don’t know. This man I noticed here. 

Mr. Simon. Gerald? 

Mr. Crouther. I don’t know the first name. I recognized him here. 

The Chairman. The one that was a witness yesterday? 

Mr. Crouther. That is right. They came out and they said, “Well, 
we will give you a better deal.” 

Mr. Simon. A better deal? 

Mr. Crouther. That is right. They said, “We will do better.’’ 
The old man had been telling me all the time, “You ought to be glad 
you met me because I am your friend.” I asked the boys, I says, “If 
he calls himself — I didn’t know this was his father when I was talking 
because I got kind of rough, and I said, “I didn’t know the old man 
called me his friend.” Then they said, “Don’t worry. We are going 
to give you a good deal.” 

They started writing up. They said, “We are going to do the work. 
We will do the work,” he says now, “And we will furnish the material” 

Mr. Simon. This was going to cost $600 ? 

' Mr. Crouther. $600 is what they was going to charge. They talked 
and talked and I bothered around with them so long I just says, “Well, 
I will let you do it, if you will do it for $650 and furnish the materials, 
I will do it,” thinking all the time they were going to cancel the first 
one. They hadn’t gotten the money. Evidently, he got the money 
right away on that deal. 

Mr. Simon. You thought the second was going to be $150 more than 
the first one and it would cover the work on the first one, is that right? 

Mr. Crouther. Well, this $60 1 thought was all that they were going 
to charge and this first deal they put through was to be canceled 
altogether. 

Im*. Simon. You thought the second one would include both ? 

Mr. Crouther. That is right, include the work and material. I 
asked him about that when he was there. He said he would have to 

f o back and see “Dad” about it. That was when I found out he was 
is father. He wrote that one up. 

Mr. Simon. You later found out when they were talking to you they 
had already gotten the money from the bank for the first one ? 

Mr. Crouther. She must have given the money to them right away. 
The Chairman. Who was “she?” 

Mr. Crouther. The lady at the bank. 

The Chairman. What name? 

Mr. Crouther. I didn’t get her name. Some lady called me. I 
didn’t ask her name. ' 

Mr. Simon. Would you know her name if it was mentioned to you? 
Mr. Crouther. I didn’t ask her name. 

Mr. Simon. Well, now, did you ever sign a completion slip on the 
first order saying the work was completed ? 

Mr. Crouther. Well, I didn’t sign but one. This carpenter, he and 
I was discussing quite a bit there about the work and he said, “Well, I 
am a disinterested party.” He says, “I don’t even work for the fellows. 
They hired me to do this work.” He said they had some kind of 
complaint, I don’t know what it was, that he couldn’t do too much work 
and he needed money awfully bad. I felt sorry for him, when I signed 
it so he would get his money. He says, “Now you sign this completion 
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slip and I can get my money.” “Otherwise,” he says, “I won’t be able 
to feed my children or anything else next week.” 

Mr. Simon. He said the children couldn’t eat unless you signed the 
completion slip ? 

Mr. Crouther. He said he wouldn’t have any money. I felt sorry 
for him and signed it. 

Mr. Simon. Who felt sorry for you ? 

Mr. Crouther. It don’t look like anybody. 

Mr. Simon. Did they ever do the work on the second contract? 

Mr. Crouther. They didn’t do anything on the first contract. They 
left the material there. That was all stopped right there. 

Mr. Simon. What did they do on the second contract? 

Mr. Crouther. The second contract, they bring out some imitation 
knotty pine sheet rock. 

Mr. Simon. Sheet rock ? 

Mr. Crouther. That is right, and set that up in there, and it is 
all gapped open. There is spaces in there you can almost put your 
finger in and little stripping they got for the window they brought 
there was too short. They had to patch it. It is all there now, wait- 
ing until I can get something did about it. I am going to do it over 
or get somebody to do it over. 

Mr. Simon. They didn’t even finish the second job? 

Mr. Crouther. They called themselves finishing it but it is such a 
botched up job. 

Mr. Simon. This was in April of 1953 that you signed these two 
contracts ? 

Mr. Crouther. That is right. 

• Mr. Simon. That is almost a year and a half ago ? 

Mr. Crouther. That is right. 

The Chairman. Mr. Fargo is the owner of the Oak Park Building & 
Supply Co. ? ^ 

Mr. Crouther. That is what I understood him to be. 

The Chairman. He has been on the FHA precautionary list since 
1915, formerly associated with Kaise, and Chisik and had his license 
revoked in 1952. 

Mr. Crouther. I did not know that. He was there talking with 
me about the work. 

The Chairman. How could he be doing business in 1953 if his 
license was revoked in 1952 ? 

Was it reinstated? 

Voice. Mr. Swaab never had Mr. Fargo issued a license. 

Mr. Simon. Are you paying off both Siese loans at the bank ? 

Mr. Crouther. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You are paying off the $400 and $650 loans ? 

Mr. Crouther. That is ri^it. 

Mr. Simon. You said the second was $650. The contract shows $600 
for the second one. 

Mr. Crouther. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. The first one was $400 ? 

Mr. Crouther. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You are paying off $1,050? 

Mr. Crouther. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you very much. 
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Tlie Chairman. Is there someone here representing the National 
Bank? 

You brought in some records, I believe. 

Mr. Cronander. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. You are Mr. 

Mr. Cronander. I am Mr. Cronander. 

The Chairman. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are 
about to give will be the truth and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God ? 

TESTIMONY OF J. EDWIN CRONANDER, NATIONAL BANK OP 

DETROIT 

Mr. Cronander. I do. 

The Chairman. You are the manager of the loan department? 

Mr. Cronander. I am vice president ; under my supervision I have 
’supervision of FHA title I. 

The Chairman. Wliat is the bank? 

Mr. Cronander. National Banlc of Detroit. 

The Chairman. You are going to give us the record on one trans- 
action we referred to yesterday. 

May we see it, please? 

Mr. Cronander. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. This was 

Mr. Cronander. Cosy Home Improvement Co. 

The Chairman. This was the Cosy Home Improvement Co. ? 

Mr. Cronander. That is right. 

The Chairman. What I was interested in was their financial state- 
ment. Will you show me that, please? 

They, of course, did business both with you and the Industrial Na- 
tional Bank? 

Mr. Cronander. They did business with us for a short time. Ido 
not know exactly. I can tell by the card how long. 

The Chairman. This was the same report we put in the record 
yesterday? 

Mr' Cronander. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. In other words, you had the same relation the In- 
dustrial National Bank had? 

Mr. Cronander. Yes. 

The Chairman. Everything I said yesterday with respect to that 
goes for you today? 

Mr. Cronander. Absolutely. 

The Chairman. Is there any difference? 

Mr. Cronander. If you will go back, we tiumed them down when 
they first came in because of inexperience and being so young, so then 
some time later, as the record shows, I think in 1951, they came back 
and said they had been in business for 6 months and would like for 
us to take their paper. 

We knew the uncle, who is a very reputable character in Detroit 
and also a brother, and they both would like to have us talce them on, 
so we did for a short time, and we bought, I think, 47 deals, and out 
of the 47 deals we inspected 27 of the loans, so that we knew pretty 
much what was going on. 
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The Chairman. You were a little suspicious of them all the time? 
Mr. Cronander. They had not had the experience and were young,. 

so we followed them up. 

The Chairman. Well, what I said yesterday goes today. I shall 
not repeat it, because I think evei-ybody knows what I said, and every- 
body knows what the record was. 

I will say this : As we have said everywhere we have been it is up 
to you lending institutions and dealers to clean this situation up. 

Mr. Cronander. Well, I thinly oiu* bank has done a good job on thaty 
and I think other banks have done a good job. 

The Chairman. I think that is true. I shall make a statement when 
the hearings are closed this morning or later this afternoon. I will 
make a statement that not everybody is involved, and FHA has done 
many good things. 

I will make that statement but I do want to say this : that I hope 
so much that the lending institutions and dealers in Detroit, Chicago, 
Indianapolis, and every other town will clean up their own situation. 
I think you can and I feel confident you will from this time on. 
Do you have any questions ? 

Mr. Simon. No, sir. 

Mr. Dinkins. I have one question, sir. 

Do you have any idea about how many FHA title I loans you have 
made in the Detroit area ? 

Mr. Cronander. Yes. 

Since 1948 we have made $138,695 worth of loans. 

I might state our claim ratio was 0.48, in the 1950 act and the 
United States lenders all over the country were 0.79, another reason 
‘ I do not want to be classified as being careless, either. 

The Chairman. I want to say this, the collection record has been 
good. That is not the thing that conceiTis us so much at the moment. 
The thing that concerns us is the homeowner is the one that has been 
fleeced. 

We put in the record here this morning a case where the salesmen 
themselves, these suede-shoe fellows, took $101,000 out of $200,000 in 
sales. 

Now we know the collection record hf\s been good and we know in all 
fairness to the lenders that they put up several hundred million dollars 
in a reserve fund to take care of losses, and the losses have not nearly 
been as much as the reserve fund. 

We know that. We also know when the lender cannot collect the 
money he goes back to this reserve fund and gets his money. He goes 
back to this reserve of fund and gets his money and then the Federal 
Goverinent proceeds to collect it, meaning the Attorney Geenral pro- 
ceeds to collect it. 

The Federal Government can generally collect money. 

Mr. Cronander. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. l am sure I would be frightened if they came around to 
see me. 

They have not yet but I know I would be frightened as everybody 
else is. 

Our concern is in protecting the homeowner. . 

Mr. Cronander. Our concern is that, too. 

The Chairman. Yours is that, too. Our concern is the homeowner 
and it is the homeowner that has been fleeced out of — ^we have no idea. 
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This morning we placed in the record evidence that $75,000 or 
$80,000 in that one little firm, where these dynamiters, these sued&. 
shoe salesmen, worked on this particular deal and went out and took 
it from people that can’t afford to lose it, unsuspecting people, which 
the Federal Government should be protecting. 

It is up to the lenders and dealers to protect those good people. 

Mr. Cronander. I think the banks are trying to do that. 

The Chairman. We want them to do it from now on. 

I might say for the benefit of you people and all concerned that 
Mr. Hobby will be our last witness, except there are a few questions 
we want to ask the State FHA director in connection with what Mr. 
Hobby is going to testify to. 

After we have heard Mr. Hobby and the State FHA director and 
Mr. Helies — is he present ? 

Mr. Simon. Is he going to be here, Mrs. Helies ? 

Mrs. Helies. I don’t know whether he will be. 

The Chairman. I believe the Industrial Bank people had some 
records they were going to bring in. Is that correct? 

Voice. That is correct. 

The Chairman. Will you show those to Mr. Dinkins here and we 
will extract whatever information we may desire. 

Now you may be sworn. 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? 


TESTIMaNY OE JOHN HOBBY, WAILED LAKE, MICH. 

Mr. Hobby, I do. 

The Chairman. Thank you, sir. 

Please be seated and give your name and address, and when we are 
finished with this witness, and some information we want from the 
State director, we will be finished. 

Mr. Hobbt. John Hobby, 2148 Hoff Drive, Walled Lake, Koute 1. 

Mr. Simon. Suppose you proceed just to tell us what your problem 
is in connection with a certain project here. 

Mr. Hobby. Senator, when we bought these homes, we bought 

The Chairman. Who are “we”. 

Mr. Hobby. Everybody out there. 

The Chairman. How many people? 

Mr. Hobby. There are 26 in our street and I understand there are 
129 on Decker Road, which now in Walled Lake the residents call 
Tobacco Road. 

The Chairman. Wliere is this located ? 

Mr. Hobby. Walled Lake, about 20 outside of Detroit. 

The Chairman. Outside the city limits? 

Mr. Hobby. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. There is no gas or water out there ? 

Mr. Hobby. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Each home has its own septic tank and own water 
system and own well ? 

Mr. Hobby. That is right. 

, The Chairman. It is outside the city limits ? 

Mr. Hobby. Yes, sir. 
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The Chairman. Just what is the complaint? 

Mr. Hobby. When we first moved in there, sir- 

The Chairman. When was that? 

Mr. Hobby. I moved in on the 17th of June. I made 

The Chairman. Wliat year ? 

Mr. Hobby. 1954. 

The Chairman. You moved in on June 17, 1954? 

Mr. Hobby. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. This is a project with how many houses you say 
about? 

Mr. Hobby. 260 on our street that is off drive and on Decker Drive 
which IS about 2 miles down. They bought all that property and I 
understand are putting up 129 of them. 

The CHiURMAN. What is your complaint ? Tell it to us if you will 
please. ’ 

in there right from the first week, 
first of all Mr. Former. . ’ 

The Chairman. Who ? 

Mr. Hobby. Mr. Fornier. 

The Chairman. Who built the houses. 

Mr. Hobby. Coldwell Homes. 

The Chairman. Coldwell Homes? 

Mr. Hobby. Yes. 

The Chairman. Where are they located? 

Mr. Hobby. Telegraph and West Maple Homes. 

The Chairman. Did they sell the homes? 

Mr. Hobby. Yes, sir, they are National Homes, prefabs. 

■ Jr^^HAiRMAN . Did y ou buy your home from them ? 

Mr. Hobby. Yes. 


The Chairman. These are National prefab homes ^ 

Mr. Hobby. Yes. 

The Chairman. And Mr. Coldwell installed them ? 

Mr. Hobbt. Yes. 

The Chairman. He sold them to you, constructed them, built tliem 


Mr. Hobby. He had an order to build them. 

the Chairman. He did the septic tank and aU the work? 

Mr. Hobby. Yes. 

The Chairman. What is your complaint? 

Mr. Hobby. Wlien we moved in the first week, I asked Mr. Fornier— 
he would not give us our keys until we signed the papers hTwouH 
not Jive us a copy of the specs, which a?e FHA s^pSair^*^ 

A week after we moved in I was going to put mv television antenno 
on. I went up on the roof and the roof is an inch tn 9 

Thl ChJ jiU verify, distinct from thl hLesI^ 

Mr 

The Chairman. Where does the smell come from? 

Mr. Hobby. The septic tanks are in the yard, 
the. Chairman. One for each home? 

Mr. Hobby. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. They are in the yard ? 
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Mr. Hobby. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. How deep are they buried? 

Mr. Hobby. I don’t know. They are FHA specifications. There are 
supposed to be 300 feet or yards of drain tile. 

The Chairman. This stench is coming from the septic tanks. 

Mr. Hobby. Yes, sir. You can’t watch television. We are ashamed 
to have company come out. We were proud when we moved in but 
now 

The Chairman. Have you taken this matter up with the local FHA 
office? 

Mr. Hobby. Yes, sir. Here, I have got 

The Chairman. Have you taken it up with the builder ? 

Mr. Hobby. Yes, sir. 

I threatened to beat him, I coaxed him, and everything. He told 
me I got just what I bought, a cheap home. 

The Chairman. You may have got a cheap home but you did not 
buy the stink, did you ? 

Mr. Hobby. No. sir. FHA refused these, by a minister over there 
and I have him. Fornier went around to the people afterward, the 
next day, and said I was using mob violence and also stated I had a 
false or a fake minister going to FHA. 

The man is right here in the building with his papers to prove he is a 
minister if you want to see him. They won’t do anything for them 
until I got the people. There is a paper with some names on it that 
I got the people to sign. 

Some of them, had backed down because Fornier promised them 
stuff. 

The Chairman. When were these homes constructed ? 

Mr. Hobby. They started in May. 

The Chairman. Of this year ? 

Mr. Hobby. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. They were finished ? 

Mr. Hobby. Yes, sir. 

Here is another thing 

Tlie Chairman. Do you say you have taken this up with the FHA 
office here ? 

Mr. Hobby. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Who did you take it up with in the office ? 

Mr. Hobby. Reverend Wilson took all these papers down and they 
refused them because they wanted you fellows, out of this town, I 
think 

The Chairman. Who were they ? 

Mr. Hobby. FHA. 

The Chairman. When did you take them to FHA ? 

Mr. Hobby. About 2 weeks ago. They refused them because the 
code number was not there. Our FHA numbers are all on the papers. 
You can see what they are. I want to thank you for listening to it 
yesterday the way you did. If you can’t help us you can save a lot of 
people from being cheated out like this. It is a sign. Those homes are 
put up with one and five-eights by two and a half and I am in con- 
struction. 

The Chairman. Is it the fault of the prefab houses or the fault of 
the contractor who installed them or put them up ? 
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Mr. Hobby. It took them 7 hours, these salesmen brag it takes 
them 7 hours to put a home up for $7,000. I mean if we pay $40 a 
month for 30 years it amounts to $13,000. 

The Chairman. What did you pay for the home? 

Mr. Hobby. $1,067. 

The Chairman. What are your monthly payments? 

Mr. Hobby. $10 a month. 

Right there it says “restain every 2 or 3 years.” A week or two 
after we were in there the first rain we had it washed down. The 
homes are not insulated the way the specs call for. They brought a 
2-gallon stain to my wife and told me to put it on and I told them where 
they could stick to it. It is their baby, not mine. 

The Chairman. Wliere do you work? 

Mr. Hobby. I am a painter, in construction. 

The Chairman. You are a painter? 

Mr. Hobby. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Is the State FH A man here ? 

Mr. Hobby. Mr. Fornier offered to buy my home back if I would 
keep quiet. 

The Chairman. Will you be sworn, please? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? 

TESTIMANY OF WENDELL 0. EDWARDS, DIRECTOR, AND HAROLD 

STEFFEY, ASSISTANT, DETROIT, FEDERAL HOUSING ADMINIS- 
TRATION 

Mr. Edwards. I do. 

The Chairman. Give your name and address for the record. 

Mr. Edwards. Wendell O. Edwards, 339 Penobsc^tt Building, De- 
troit, Mich. 

The Chairman. Are you the FHA Detroit director ? 

Mr. Edwards. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. How long have you been the director ? 

Mr. Edwards. June or July of 1953. 

The Chairman. Did this gentleman take this matter up with your 
office ? 

Mr. Edwards. Not to my knowledge. Senator. 

The Chairman. If he took it up do you think he took it up with 
someone working for you over there ? 

Mr. Edwards. The evidence we have which is here in my hand is 
that he wrote to us or filled out for us a complaint form on September 
1 We received it in our office, with out mail stamp, on September 13. 
On this complaint, he had not listed the FHA application or case 
number. 

Mr. Hobby. Mine was on there from the start. 

The Chairman. Let Mr. Edwards testify. 

Mr. Edwards. It is not on there. We therefore wrote to Mr. 
Hobby to ask him what his case number was. That is our standard 
procedure. 

Mr. Hobby. I never got a letter. 

60690 — 54 — pt. 4 14 
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Mr. Edwards. We wrote on September 20, to the exact address 
which he filled in on his complaint form. We have not received an 
answer which of course was just in last Monday. 

Mr. Hobby. Senator, I never received such a letter and my code 
number is right on the letter there, that there one at the top. That 
is the builder number and the builder would not give it to us. 

FHA stinks in this town. And a minister that took them to the 
FHA is right here in the courtroom. 

The Chairman. Please, we are only looking for facts now. 

Mr. Hobby. They are all here. These homes should never have 
been finished imder FHA. A land contractor could not even sell 
them one. If we can’t trust our own Government, who are we going 
to trust ? 

The Chairman. I was under the impression that is what we were 
doing out here. 

Mr. Hobby. You are doing a wonderful job. You are going to help 
us littl^eople. 

Mr. Edwards. May I say. Senator, that when we get the proper 
information from Mr. Hobby, we will make a special inspection, as 
is. our procedure on all customer complaints of this sort, and if his 
charges are found true, we will require the builder, as we always do 

The Chairman. You have not as yet sent personnel to inspect this? 

Mr. Edwards. No, We have to have a case number so we can pull 
our application and our material out of our files. 

The Chairman. It was only a couple of weeks ago that this came up? 

Mr, Edwards. That is right. It is a very new complaint. We are 
awfully busy. 

The Chairman. Let me say this, and I say this because I want to 

f et to the bottom of it. We received this complaint ourselves y ester- 
ay afternoon and we immediately sent our people out to take a look. 
Mr. Hobby. Put your people on the stand. Let them tell you. 
The Chairman. I want to say I am a little surprised that, case 
number or no case number, you would not have sent someone out 
there to inspect this project. 

Mr. Edwards. We have quite a few complaints in our office — not a 
lot of them — ^but we have thousands of applications and we have 
standard procedure to go through. 

The Chairman. You have thousands and thousands of cases. 

Mr. Edwards. We adjust many cases and we will get to this one. 
The Chairman. You wiU get to it? 

Mr. Edwards. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. We sent our men out to inspect it last night. 

I shall say this, the story they brought back is very, very dis- 
couraging. 

Father, do you want to say something? 

Mr. Whson. I am not a member of the Roman Catholic Church. 
I am pastor of the Central Bible Temple in this town. I have not 
met this man. I was in his 4 i*uih corps. He was a drum major. I 
wanted to get an improvement on my timing as far as leading music 
is concerned which is beneficial to me in church work and as a result 
I joined his drum corps. 

And so I was very much womed when he came to me and told me 
how terrible things were out there. I talked over the matter with the 
man in charge of our church. I am the director of pastoral missions 
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of the church and he said, “Why don’t you go out there ? There are 
jiew homes going up out there. Maybe we can place a new minister 
out there. We may have a lot of men seeking placement as ministers.” 

I went out there and stopped at Hobby’s home. He said frankly, I 
don’t think you would talk to anyone out here unless you come out 
with a big crusade to talk about these houses. He said, “These houses 
stink.” Then I noticed it myself. First I looked at the dog inquir- 
ingly and looked around the room and I found that nobody could be 
violating decency in that manner, and he finally said, “That odor you 
smell is the septic tanks.” 

In my final investigations, as these people sent in their letters I 
sent them into the Detroit News editorial department and one of the 
remarks 

The Chairman. Did you talk to anyone at FHA ? 

Mr. Wilson. I certainly did. 

The Chairman. Who did you talk to ? 

Mr. Wilson. Mr. Baumgart of Detroit News was supposed to have 
discussed this slightly with you at a dinner which you held here about 
3 weeks ago. 

The Chairman. Who did you discuss it with at FHA? 

Mr. Wilson. First I went to Mr. Baumgart, of Detroit News. 

The Chairman. Who did you talk to at FHA, please? 

Mr. Wilson. I spoke to this man’s assistant because he was not able 
to see me, because Mr. Edwards was in but not able to see me. 

Mr. Edwards. This is my assistant. 

Mr. Wilson. I spoke to a lady at the desk 

She said this gentleman would see me. 

. She said you could probably handle the complaints. I received 
the forms, approximately 30 of them, and took them out to this 
neighborhood and gave them to Mr. Hobby, and he distributed them 
around the neighborhood as many as he could. 

Then I told nim that the Detroit News wanted a signed statement 
and they drew up a composite letter listing all the things that were 
wrong with the houses, including one particular place where the 
ground had broken open and the septic thing was bubbling right up 
onto the surface of the ground. 

To date we have not seen the article in the Detroit News. However, 
I went further than that. I went to the security commission. 

I obtained the information, gave that to Mr. Hobby as well, telling 
him how to write a letter to the security commission about each indi- 
vidual who would have to write a Letter about his own complaint. 

The Chairman. Let me give you my observation of this whole 
business. 

. No. 1, we sent people out to inspect these houses. There is a stink 
job there, and it is not good. That is No. 1. 

No. 2, I think you people, including Mr. Hobby, should have gone 
to the FHA and impressed upon them the importance of this rather 
than going to the newspapers. 

Mr. Wilson. I did not know how to handle it. 

The Chairman. You should have made an effort to clean it up and 
given FHA sufficient time to do it. I also think maybe FHA ought 
to have more people in their offices or at least they should have a 
system whereby when they get complaints of this sort they can handle 
them more hurriedly. Get into them and get them handled. 
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I am going to suggest — we sent people out there last night. The 
situation is not good, according to our people. I am going to sug:gest 
and I know Mr. Edwards will do it, that he get right into this tiling 
with both feet and we are going to follow through on it. 

We can’t do much, of course, as a committee out of Washington 
because it is a matter for the FHA to handle. 

I feel confident they will. 

Is the builder here that built them ? 

(No response.) 

Mr. Edwards. I don’t believe the Cold well Homes is represented 
Senator. ’ 

May we make a short statement? 

The Chairman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Edwards. I want Mr. Steffey who has charge of customer com- 
plaints to make it. 

The Chairman. You have been with FHA many years? 

Mr. Steffey. Yes, sir. I joined the FHA organization in 1935. 

The Chairman. You are still there as assistant director ? 

Mr. Steffey. Yes. I am Mr. Edwards’ assistant. 

The Chairman. What do you know about this ? 

Mr. Steffey. The history of the Detroit insuring office is we always 
recognize complaints as we receive them. It is indicated by the fact 
we prepare that form so we can get the proper information. We draw 
that up and we give it to people. We have a policy in the offi^'e that 
we do not accept petitions — ^this is wrong, that is wrong. Wliat we 
want is to have them give us the specific thing that is wrong with tlieir 
own house. That is what we want them to give us, what is wrong 
with their own house. Upon receipt of that complaint — this is the 
regular procedure — upon receipt of any compliant, we first look up to 
see whether or not we have actually insured the mortgage, and that 
way we know that we have made the final inspections. We know that. 

Mr. Hobby. I have got a 7-year-old kid that could make a better 
insnection. 

The Chairman. Please, now, please. 

I want to say, Mr. Steifey, this letter is signed by you. 

Mr. Steffey. It is a form letter. The girl just sent it out to get the 
case number. . 

The Chairman. I am not too enthusiastic about it. I know this is 
the letter FHA has been using all over the United States for many 
years. I am not very enthusiastic about it. I will tell you why. In 
the second paragraph it says : 

It is suggested you contact the bank or n^ortgage company handling your loan 
and ask for the FHA case number. 

Mr. Wilson. That is where we had our difficulty. 

The Chairman (reading) : 

The FHA case number will begin with 28 and there will be 6 additional 
numbers following. 

It seems to me that FHA ought 'to be able, when a citizen writes in, to 
be able to look the information up themselves instead of sending back 
a form letter such as that. 

I am not criticizing you or this office, or Mr. Edwards, because that 
is the procedure that has been used all over the United States for 20’ 
years. 
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Mr. Steffey. I would like to point out we have no way of looking 
jt up. All applications are received from the lender and filed in the 
lender’s name. We have no way of looking it up. 

The Chairman. I think maybe there is a better way of doing it. 
That wouldn’t set very well with me if I was a citizen and I got that 
kind of a letter. 

Mr. Steffey. We follow the established procedure. 

The Chairman. We have found it has been used all over the United 
States. I am not criticizing you because this same letter has been used 
for 20 years by every FHA office in the United States, but I think it 
ought to be changed. 

1 think we ought to give better service to the people. I know they 
get unreasonable at times, and I think maybe you are a little bit 
unreasonable. 

Mr. Hobby. If you had to live with that smell you would be unrea- 
sonable, too. 

The Chairman. I know what you mean. As I say, you have to be 
reasonable and give them a little time to straighten it out. 

Mr. Hobby. I am not very intelligent 

The Chairman. Yes; you are. 

Mr. Hobby. Why couldn’t FHA stop the building on that project to 
help these other people. We are stuck. There is nothing we can do. 
The homes are mortgaged for 30 years and won’t stand 5. 

The Chairman. Let’s get the matter straightened out without 
getting into personalities. We sent our people out there and it isn’t 
good. 

Mr. Hobby. I am thankful you did. 

‘ Mr. Steffey. Septic tank 

The Chairman. You have been out there for 4 months and it has 
been bad for 4 months. Give these people a couple of weeks time to 
help you ; will wu ? 

Mr. Hobby, x es, sir. 

The Chairman. I know you will. 

Mr. Hobby. What about our painting of our homes and stuff like 
that on there ? I understand FHA makes them guarantee our homes 
for 12 months, like the stain on our homes. It says restain them 
every 2 or 3 years. 

The Chairman. You get into those details with Mr. Evans and 
Mr. Steffey. They are reasonable people. 

Mr. Wilson. I quite agree with your remarks just made, sir. This 
particular case has been held up 1 week. It could have been received 
by FHA 1 week earlier had their receptionists accepted those papers 
without the case number, but she gave them back to me and I took 
them out to Walled Lake and gave them to Mr. Hobby. She said 
I shouldn’t bring them in in one bunch and that every one has to 
have their case number on them. This is the receptionist at their 
desk. 

The Chairman. Let me say this 

Mr. Wn^oN. It would have to have the case number on it and they 
would have to be mailed in individually. 

The Chairman. Let me say in all fairness to these people they would 
have to have the case number in order to get the builder’s name and 
who held the mortgage, you see. They would have to have that. 

Mr. Wilson. It seems the owners didn’t know that, though. 
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The Ch^rman. Let me say this to you : The normal complaints 
that come in they could handle on that basis but I think this one was 
a little abnormal, at least according to our inspectors. 

Mr. Hobby. Senator, what about that 

The Chairman. They had no way of knowing that. FHA had no 
way of knowing that unless you told them that. 

Mr. Wilson. I tried to make appeals to her the first time I went 
in. She could clearly see I was a minister, and she took me into this 
man’s office and I came out with 30 sheets to take out. I took them 
out and delivered them. 

The Chairman. I think 30 days from now we will all be happy 
and we will all be happy and we will get it straightened out. 

Mr. Hobby. Can a house be finished under FHA that has a 1% by 
2% depth for the load bearing, financed for 30 years? 

The Chairman. I cannot answer that. 

Mr. Hobby. I can. 

The Chairman. Not without having the rules and regulations be- 
fore me. 

Mr. Hobby. We never got the specification. They hold them. They 
wouldn’t give us the specifications. 

The Chairman. The new law which we just passed which I intro- 
duced this year requires they give you the specifications. 

Mr. Edwards. That builder’s warranty is a very good provision. 

The Chairman. I introduced that. 

Mr. Edwards. The Oakland County Sanitarium and not our office 
passes on all septic-tank installations. 

We look it over but it is the county sanitarium’s responsibility and 
a complaint to his office on this particular septic tank will get awfully 
fast action. 

The Chairman. Your situation now is one that will require the 
county and the FHA and your cooperation and everybody’s cooper- 
ation to get it straightened out. 

Mr. Hobby. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. As I say, we put through a new law this year that 
requires the builder to give the buyer, such as yourself, the 
specifications. 

Likewise, the appraisal, so we are going to do what we can to get 
this matter straightened out. 

Mr. Hobby. I want to thank you again. 

The Chairman. We appreciate your calling it to our attention. I 
know Mr. Edwards and Mr. Steffey will work with you. 

Mr. Hobby. All I wanted to do when I came here, if we can’t get ours 
fixed, to stop them from sticking other people. 

The Chairman. The only way you will improve methods is to know 
wherein you have been wrong. As a result of this, they -will be able to 
improve their methods. 

Please don’t get angry now and work with them, rather than being 
angry at them. 

Mr. Hobby. No ; all I want is a new roof, my house painted, and that 
smell gone. I am satisfied I will have to do the rest. I will get a home 
improvement loan next year. We need it. 

The Chairman. There are some people here we might recommend- 
to you. 

Mr. Hobby. At least my credit is good. 
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The Chairman. I am just about ready to close the Detroit hearings. 
1 want to say this: That FHA has handled millions and millions of 
loans and there have been millions of good ones where there have been 
absolutely no irregularities. There have been thousands and thou- 
sands and millions of loans, and cooperation of bankers and builders 
in connection with them has been just excellent. FHA has done a 
good job, and it is going to continue to do a good job. The purpose 
of this investigation is to just eliminate to the minimum these mis- 
understandings and these troubles and problems. We are interested 
in protectir^ the people. We are not worried about the banks, or wor- 
ried about FHA. We want to protect the people. That is what we 
want to do. There are a lot of honest builders in Detroit as there are 
in every other city that the people can depend upon, a lot of them — 
the great majority, the big majority — by far the big majority of them, 
and that is true of your FHA employees. The great, great big ma- 
jority are conscientious fellows and ladies that want to help. I am 
sure that is true in your case here. Thej^ will get right into this 
business and help straighten it out, and that is what we want to do. 
We are not here to persecute anybody. We want the facts. Some- 
times they are a little hard to get. Likewise this investigation hopes 
to throw light upon this whole subject so the people can be better 
advised as to what to expect and they can protect themselves against 
these irregularities that are dealt in by a small minority of people 
dealing in every aspect of FHA. 

I see the gentleman on his feet back there. Do you have something 
you want to say ? 

Mr. DuPre. Yes ; you know I gave you a note yesterday, DuPre 

The Chairman. You wanted to make a statement? 

Mr. DuPre. A complaint against a company that did some work 
for me. 

The Chahsman. Let us hear you when we get through. We will 
take it up with the company. 

Does anybody know any reason why we should not recess? 

Voice. Senator, I would like you to hear the commission on cor- 
porate securities and the other gentlemen over here. 

They removed my license by force, according to the Michigan law. 
The Chairman. We have just been into' that with you. We had our 
boys talk to you about that a minute ago. 

Voice. Yes. I would like you to know what is going on in the city 
of Detroit in the Michigan Securities Commission. Nobody knows 
what is going on in the office. I want to prove it to you. You see 
these two gentlemen here? 

The Chairman. Yes. We have gone into it with you this morning. 
We will go into it further. 

Is there anybody who knows of any good reason why we shouldn’t 
recess at 25 minutes to 1 ? 

Does anyone know any reason why we shouldn’t recess the Detroit 
meetings ? 

Voice. I would like to know why none of our Detroit building 
multiples have not been investigated. 

The Chairman. We are still working on them. There are thou- 
sands and thousands of them in the United States, section 608’s, 
rental property, and we just cannot get into them until they mortgaged 
out more than a hundred percent. The law said 90 percent of a hun- 
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dred. If we tried to do anything other than take those beyond a 
hundred percent it would take a thousand people. I want to ^ 
this : That your section 608 projects in Detroit are fairly good. We 
found very little mortgaging out, in all fairness. 

Voice. You have checked that? 

The Chairman. Yes. 

We haven’t checked them all but we have checked many of them. 
We find in almost every instance they have almost a hundred percent 
of their money back, but they didn’t get any to put in their pocket. 

Generally speaking, it has been pretty good. 

Thank all of you. I want to thank the marshal and the people 
running the building here and the newspapermen and the radiomen 
and everybody for being so nice to us. 

We will now recess. 

(Whereupon, at 12:38 p. m., the committee recessed to reconvene 
at 10 a. m., Monday, September 27, 1954, in New York City.) 
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MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 27, 1954 

United States Senate, 

Banking and Currency Committee, 

JVew York, N. T. 

The committee met, pursuant to recess, at 10 a. m., Senator Homer 
E. Capehart (chairman) presiding. 

Present : Senators Capenart, Bush, Payne, and Beall. 

Also present: William Simon, general counsel, and Clarence E. 
Dinkins, assistant counsel, FHA investigation. 

The Chairman. The committee will please come to order. 

This is the Senate Banking and Currency Committee, the full com- 
mittee — it is not a subcommittee — acting under Resolution 229, a reso- 
lution introduced by the late Senator Maybank, of South Carolina, and 
myself, to investigate the Federal Housing Administration, which 
resolution was unanimously jiassed by the committee and unanimously 
passed by the Senate. 

We have been investigating this matter now for some 4 months. 
This, I believe, is our 38th or 39th day of hearings. We will be here 
and hold hearings here today and on Thursday and Friday. There 
will be no hearings on Tuesday and Wednesday. We will again hold 
hearings in Washington, D. C., next week, starting Tuesday. We will 
hold hearings on Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday in 
Washington, at which time we hope to close our inquiry into this 
matter. 

We have present this morning Senator Bush, from Connecticut^ 
Senator Payne, of Maine, and Senator Beall, of Maryland. I will be 
present tod^ and will not be present on Thursday and Friday, at 
which time Senator Bush will act as chairman of the committee; on 
Thursday and Friday of this week and possibly this afternoon. 

I want to say this : We held hearings in New York 1 full week some 
5 weeks ago. At the conclusion of our hearings here on Friday, and 
this goes for the hearings we held some 6 wed^s ago, if there is any 
person whose name was mentioned publicly in these hearings, or any 
witness, or anyone who feels that tney have been injured, directly or 
indirectly, as a result of any testimony or anything that was said, and 
they feel they ought to make a statement, we will be glad to hear them 
in public in Washington next week. Or they may me a brief or they 
may write a letter and we wdll publicize it as much as we can and 
make it a part of the record. 

I would like to repeat that if I may: Any witness or any person 

whose name was mentioned by a wdtness inadvertently or purposely 

and it happens both ways— anyone that feels that they were injured 
or that the facts were not as they should have been and they know 
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the facts — in other words, I will put it this way : If the facts are other 
than that which was brought out, at least they feel the facts are other, 
we will be very happy to near them in Washington in order to correct 
what they feel may be an injustice or they may file a brief by their 
attorney or they may write us a letter and Ave will make it a part of 
the record. 

You also know that every witness is entitled to haA^e his attorney and 
that we are interested in the facts and only tlie facts. We. do the. best 
we can to be fair to everybody and I think when we say that we will 
permit anyone that feels that they were injured to appear in public 
and straighten the matter out, we are going as far as it is humanly 
possible to do so under our system of investigation by the Congress, 
which I am very much in favor of and I know you all are. 

Our first witness this morning will be Miss Nettie Levy. Will you 
please come forward. Miss Levy? Will you take a seat over there, 
Miss Levy? Will you be sworn? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? 

TESTIMONY OP MISS NETTIE LEVY, PARRAGTTT GARDENS, 

BROOKLYN, N. Y. 

Miss Levy. I do. 

The Chairman. Thank you. 

Will you please be seated and give your full name and address to 
the reporter for the record? 

Miss Levy. Nettie Le\ry. 

The Chairman. Will you put the microphone before you so we can 
hear a little better ? This is a rather large room. 

Miss Levy. This is rather new for me. 

My name is Miss Nettie Levy, 3105 Brighton Third Street, Brooklyn. 

The Chairman. You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Simon. Miss Levy, were you employed as a bookkeeper by 
either Abraham Traub or the law firm of Dyer & Traub ? 

Miss Levy. I was. 

Mr. Simon. During what period of time ? 

Miss Levy. During the period of 1943 through 1948 or 1949. I 
left in 1949. 

Mr. Simon. What time in 1949 ? 

Miss Levy. November. 

Mr. Simon. Were you there again for a short period of time in 
1950? 

Miss Levy. Yes, on a part-time basis. 

Mr. Simon. During what part of 1950 were you there? 

Miss Leatt. April uirough December, I believe. 

Mr. Simon. What were your duties ? 

Miss Levy. I kept the books. 

Mr. Simon. Were you in charge of the books? 

Miss Levy. Yes, I was. 

Mr. Simon. I understand you had a girl helping you. 

Miss Levy. I had an assistant. 

Mr. Simon. What books were there of the firm ? 

Miss Levy. There Avere the usual books, the checkbooks, the cash- 
books, and the ledgers. 



FHA INVESTIGATION 


2925 


Mr. Simon. By “checkbooks” you mean books from which you took 
checks to make them out and which contained stubs where you would 
indicate the person to whom the check was paid ? 

Miss Levy. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. And a cash receipts and cash disbursements book ? 

Miss Levy. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. And then were there subsidiary ledgers for each ac- 
count ? 

Miss Levy. There were. 

Mr. Simon. For each check that you drew, Miss Levy, during the 
time you were bookkeeper, did you make an entry in the cash dis- 
bursements journal? 

Miss Levy. Yes ; I did. 

Mr. Simon. And for each subentry, was there a subsidiary ledger 
account on which you posted that item ? 

Miss Levy. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Were there ever any items for which you made dis- 
bursements which were not posted on a subsidiary ledger account? 

Miss Levy. Just the general office expense items. 

Mr. Simon. And what w^ould they consist of? 

Miss Levy. General office expenses. 

Mr. Simon. By that you mean 

Miss Levy. Payrolls, office expenditures for stationery or anything 
that would relate to a miscellaneous item. 

Mr. Simon. Was it your practice or did you frequently have occa- 
sion to draw checks in relatively large sums of money payable to the 
order of cash ? 

Miss Levy. I drew checks to the order of cash on occasion. 

Mr. Simon. And how were they posted in the cash-disbursements 
book 5 


Miss Levy. To the account for whom it was drawn. 

Mr. Simon. How would you know the account to which it was 
drawn ? 

Miss Levy. I was told. 

Mr. Simon. By whom? 

Miss Levy. Mr. Traub. 

Mr. Simon. And then would those be posted in a subsidiary ledger* 
Miss Levy. Yes; they were. 

Mr. Simon. In the year 1949, prior to November, when you left, 
there were a total of 15 checks totaling $67,000 drawn to cash. 

Were each of those checks posted, not only in the journal but also 
in a subsidiary ledger to some account? 

Miss Levy. Yes; anything that I drew would be posted to the 
cashbook and then to the subsidiary ledger. 

Mr. Simon. Just as an example, Miss Levy, on April 18, 1949 
there was a check drawn on the Montrose Industrial Bank to the 
order of cash for $15,000. I don’t suppose you would have any recol- 
lection today what that would be for? . ^ 

Miss Levy. Definitely not. 

Mr. Simon. How would that be handled? 

Levy. I would have gotten instructions as to what matter it 
reiated and would have posted that particular account. 

drawn such a check without 
heiiig told to whom the item was to be charged ? 
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Miss Levy. I don’t recall that. 

The Chairman. You say the item would be charged to someone* 
you mean it would be charged to John Smith or the account of Jolnl 
Smith ? 

Miss Levy. Our records were set up slightly different than that 
It would be set up under the name of “Premises.” Many people 
might be interested in the same piece of property. Consequently, I 
would post to the property involved. 

Mr. Simon. In other words, if one of these checks had to do with 
Farragut Gardens, for example, you would have a subsidiary ledger 
sheet for Farragut Gardens ? 

Miss Levy. I would have a ledger which would, for, let’s say, 100 
Avenue Z, and that item would have been posted to the page of 100 
Avenue Z. It referred to whatever the premises was. 

Mr. Simon. If this $15,000 check was in connection with the prop- 
erty at 100 Avenue Z, then you would have posted it to that subsidiary 
ledger ? 

Miss Levy. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And there was a subsidiary ledger for every account 
for which you made a disbursement ? 

Miss Levy. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Now, as I understand, Mr. Traub owed some money to 
a man named Schdenfeld. 

Miss Levy. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Did you have a subsidiary ledger account for Schoen- 
feld? 

Miss Levy. Yes; we did. 

Mr. Simon. Whenever you paid money to Schoenfeld, was that 
entered in the subsidiary ledger for Schoenfeld ? 

Miss Levy. When it was a straight exchange item. 

Mr. Simon. What do you mean by that? 

. Miss Levy. There were loans made to the firm by Mr. Schoenfeld. 
If it was in connection with a repayment of a loan, or if I had no 
further information, it would be posted to the order of Mr. Schoenfeld. 

The Chairman. Could it be possible that it was for other than 
repayment of loans? 

Miss Levy. That I wouldn’t know. 

Mr. Simon. Was there any money ever paid to Schoenfeld other 
than in repayment of loans? 

Miss Levy. I wouldn’t know. 

Mr. Simon. Do you recall ever having posted an item paid to Mr. 
Schoenfeld, any place other than on his account ? 

Miss Levy. He might have been interested in some property matter 
and in that case it could have been posted to the property involved. 

Mr. Simon. In that case he would be a client or one of the clients 
interested in a piece of property ; is that right? 

Miss Levy. W^ell, interested in some fashion, whether it was directly 
for the purchase of property J wouldn’t know. It might have been 
against a loan on that property. 

Mr. Simon. In other words, he might have made a loan to the spon- 
sors of the property and in that case money paid to him would be 
charged against the ledger ? 
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Miss Levy. The loan might have gone through our office and so we 
would repay on that property. Wherever I had that information it 
would be posted to that account. 

Mr. Simon. The important thing I would like to get is that every 
item paid to Schoenfeld was posted on a subsidiary ledger against 
some account? 

Miss Levy. Somewhere in the ledger. 

Mr. Simon. And if it was repayment of his loan, it was posted on 
his loan account? 

Miss Levy. Whenever I had that information. 

The Chairman. AVhy, if you know, were' you dealing in such large 
cash amounts ? Ordinarily business transactions are done by checks. 
Why were you dealing, if you know — you possibly do not know — with 
such large cash accounts ? 

Miss Levy. I wouldn’t be able to answer that. I was only following 
instructions. 

The Chairman. You wouldn’t know of your own accord as to 
why 

Miss Levy. No. 

The Chairman. You were dealing in such large amounts. Was all 
the business of Mr. Traub transacted in cash ? 

Miss Levy. Not all. 

The Chairman. Why was part by cash and why part by check ? 

Miss Levy. I wouldn’t be able to answer of my own accord. 

Mr. Simon. Did you frequently go to the bank to cash checks for 
thousands of dollars ? 

Miss Levy. I might have gone on occasion. 

• The Chairman. If you didn’t go who did go to cash the thousands 
of dollars worth of checks ? 

Miss Levy. My assistant or else one of the men in the office. 

Mr. Simon. Who is Mary G. Pace? 

Miss Levy. A young lady in the enmloy of Mr. Traub. 

Mr. Simon. Who was Leonard H. Kothberg? 

Miss Levy. He was a former clerk. 

Mr. Simon. Who was Morton S. Robson ? 

Miss Levy. I don’t recall that name. It might have been a clerk. 
We had many of them. I can’t remember all the names. 

Mr. Simon. Do you recall the name of Sol Harf ? 

Miss Levy. Yes, I do. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Who was he? 

Miss Levy. An employee of Dyer and Traub. 

Mr. Simon. On October 20, 1949, which would be just before you 
left, he cashed a check for $21,000 to cash. Since that was just before 
you left, would you have any recollection of what that was for? 

Miss Levy. I can’t recall that now. It is several years since I have 
been with the firm. 

Mr. Simon. You would have no idea what that $21,000 was for? 

Miss Levy. No; I couldn’t possibly remember that. 

Mr. Simon. But you do know it was posted to some subsidiary ledo-er 
'account?' 

Miss Levy. It would have been posted somewheres ; yes. 

Mr, Simon. You had a cash disbursement book? 
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Miss Levy. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Were the pages in that book numbered ? 

Miss Levy. I believe so. 

Mr. Simon. When you left in November of 1949 were there any 
pages missing? 

Miss Levy. None that I know of. 

Mr. Simon. As of 2 weeks ago, pages 40, 41, 88, 89, 122, 123, 134, and 
139 of the 1949 cash-disbursement book were missing. Do you have 
any idea where they were ? 

Miss Levy. I am sorry. I couldn’t shed any light on that at all. 

Mr. Simon. Were they there when you left in November of 1949? 

Miss Levy. So far as I remember now; yes. 

Mr. Simon. Do you recall whether they were still there when yon 
returned in April of 1950 ? 

Miss Levy. Well, I had no reason to inspect the books, so I wouldn’t 
know. 

Mr. Simon. In the 1950 cash-disbursement book, pages 76 and 7T 
are missing. Do you know whether they were there when you left 
in 1950? 

Miss Levy. I wouldn’t know anything about it. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have any knowledge of having removed them 
yourself? 

Miss Levy. No. 

Mr. Simon. There are books of stubs missing from the bound check- 
books. Did you have bound checkbooks ? 

Miss Levy. Just the usual checkbook, check stub. 

Mr. Simon. In 1949, there was a checking account on the Chase 
National Bank, and check stubs numbered 1987, 1988, and 1989 are 
missing. Do you have any notion of where they would be? 

Miss Levy. Not the slightest. 

Mr. Simon. Were they removed while you were there? 

Miss Levy. Not that I know of. 

Mr. Simon. In 1950, on the Manufacturei*s Trust Co., check stubs 
numbered 2502 to 3002 were missing. That is 500 checks. Do you 
have any knowledge of that ? 

Miss Levy. No; I do not. 

Mr. Simon. Were they destroyed by you while you were there? 

Miss Levy. I never destroyed a record. 

Mr. Simon. Did you keep and retain the bank statements at the end 
of the month ? 

Miss Levy. I did. 

Mr. Simon. When you left, were all of the prior monthly bank 
statements still there? 

Miss Levy. As far as I know. 

Mr. Simon. And you didn’t ever destroy any ? 

Miss Levy. No; I did not. 

Mr. Simon. Were you there in June 1950? 

Miss Levy. Yes, on a part-time basis. 

Mr. Simon. There were check stubs torn out of the bound check-stub 
book of the Manufacturers Trust Co. in J une 1950, bearing these 

The Chairman. That is Manufacturers Trust Co. check you mean ? 

Mr. Simon. That is right, a checkbook from that bank. 

The Chairman. No relation to the Manufacturers Trust Co. in any 
respect. 
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I Mr. Simon. No, sir. Just a checkbook they issued. These seven 
checks were tom out. That is, the stubs Nos. 2060, 2063, 2066, 2068, 
2072, 2075, and 2078. Do you have any knowledge of those? 

Miss Levy. None at all. 

Mr. Simon. Were they torn out by you? 

Miss Levy. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know whether, or do you know who did tear 
them out? 

I Miss Levy. No ; I do not. 

Mr. Simon. Did you have anything to do with preparing the part- 
nership income-tax return? 

Miss Levy. No ; I did not. 

Mr. Simon. In the year 

Senator Busii. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 

The Chairman. Yes, Senator Bush. 

Senator Bush. Wlio did prepare the return when you were there? 
Miss Levy. The accountants. 

Senator Bush. Did they ask you to supply any information for 
them? 


Miss Levy. They used the books. 

Senator Bush. They didn’t ask you to help them ? 

Miss Levy. Not directly, no. 

Senator Bush. The books were turned over to you ? 

Miss Levy. The books were turned over to the accountants. 

Mr. Simon. In 1950 income-tax returns for this partnership it shows 
IS) OsT’’ heading “Miscellaneous Expenses for Clients, 

. Do you know what that was for ? 

Miss Levy. No, I do not. I can’t recollect. 

Mr. Simon. Did you have a subsidiary ledger account from which 
tnat Item was taken ? 

l^Iiss Levy. I don’t recall that. 

Mr. Simon Was there a subsidiary ledger account in which were 
posted miscellaneous expenses for clients ? 

Miss Levy. No, not miscellaneous expenses. "We had one master 
account covering expenses. 

Mr. Simon. In the year 1947 

jounial, of coursej -would show each entry and 
whom It was for and whom it was charged to ? 

it. ^ t*u Levy, the journal would show, would it not, each individual 
Item that went to make up the $80,000 ? mumauai 

Miss Levy. The cash book might show those disbursements. 

M o '^ould have to, would it not « 

expensf for dieS®*" miscellaneous 

The Chairman. It jumped from $420 to $80,000 * 

311 fififi was $44. In 1949 it was 

jumped m 1950 to $80,958. Can you shed any ligS 

werettC7$8o“ 

Miss Levy. No, I can’t recall that. 

we ledger, or subsidiary ledger, from which 

could learn the breakdown of what that $80,000 consisted of ? ^ 
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■ Miss Levy. I don’t think there was a ledger account for that. \ 
think the cash book alone might give that information. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have any idea how the accountants could have 
arrived at that figure ? 

Miss Levy. No, I do not. 

Mr, Simon. The tax returns also show payments of obligation as 
guarantor. Do you know whether those are the payments to Schoen. 
feld? 

Miss Levy. That might be. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know? 

Miss Levy. No, I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. There are on the books, Miss Levy, very substantial 
numbers of times every year of checks drawn to cash in the amounts 
like $10,000, $15,000, $25,000 — round figures like that. 

Do you have any further information as to what those items 
represented ? 

Miss Levy. No, I do not. 

Mr. Simon. They happened quite frequently, didn’t they ? 

Miss Levy. Well, they happened. 

Mr. Simon. During the time you were there, did you draw a substan- 
tial number of such checks yoursfelf ? 

Miss Levy. All checks were drawn by me. 

Mr. Simon. Now these checks that I have, $10,000, $15,000, $25,000, 
drawn to cash, were they made out by you ? 

Miss Levy. Most likely, if I was in the office. 

Mr. Simon. How would you happen to make them out ? 

Miss Levy. On instructions given to me by Mr. Traiib. 

Mr. Simon. Were those written instructions or verbal instructions? 

Miss Levy. Verbal. 

Mr. Simon. Would he tell you what the money was to be used for? 

Miss Levy. Most times. 

Mr. Simon. Give us an example of what he would say. 

Miss Levy. He would ask me to draw a check and I would say “In 
relation to what,” and he would mention the property matter. 

Mr. Simon. We are talking now about these checks to cash. 

Miss Levy. That is correct, 

Mr. Simon. And if he mentioned a property, then on your books 
would you charge that check to that property ? 

' Miss Levy. That is correct, 

Mr. Simon. Did it frequently happen that he asked for checks in 
round sums of money which were to be charged to a particular 
property ? 

Miss Levy. In most cases I think it would be charged to the property 
involved. 

Mr. Simon. To a particular property ? 

. Miss Levy. Yes, sir. 

^ Mr. Simon. Were you ever told who was to get the cash ? 

* Miss Levy. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon; You merely drew the checks and either you or one of the 
clerks, or your assistant, got the money and gave the money to Mr. 
'JFraub;,is that right? * . ' 

Miss Levy. The money in most cases would be handed to me. I hf 
turn would hand it to Mr. Traub. 
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Mr. Simon. And you did not know who actually received it from 
him? 

Miss Levy. No, I did not. 

Mr. Simon. You said a moment ago in most cases he would tell you 
what the cash was to be charged against. That is, what account. By 
using the phrase “most cases,” do you mean there were some cases 
where he did not tell you who it was to be charged to ? 

Miss Levy. There might have been an isolated case where he neg- 
lected to tell me at the time and not having the information I would 
post it to a suspense item, hoping to get the information from him at 
a later date. 

Mr. Simon. Would you keep it in a suspense account until you did 
find out who it was to be charged against ? 

Miss Levy. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. So while you were there every one of these checks was 
charged against a specific subsidiary account « 

Miss Levy. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you. 

The Chairman. Any further questions? 

Senator Bush. I would like to ask one more question, Mr. Chairman. 
Miss Levy, when you made these entries in the books, were they so 
clear as to distinguish the purpose for which those payments were 
made? For instance, on the outgo, were they clearly designating on 
the boolcs for what purpose that check was drawn ? 

Miss Levy. As I said before, the premise or the property involved 
would be listed on the stub of the checkbook. That was all the infor- 
mation that I required. 

• Senator Bush. When they had to do with a particular pro]:>erty or 
deal, I suppose a project or something of that kind, undoubtedly they 
were designated for that account? 

Miss Levy. That is correct. 

Senator Bush. Would you say that in all cases these checks which 
were drawn, these cash payments that were made, were clearly desig- 
nated on the books as to the purpose for which they were made? 

Miss Levy. The only information I w'^ould have is the property or 
the exchange involved. That would be all the information that I 
required. 

Senator Bush. Did the people who draw up Mr. Traub's income 
come to you and ask you to explain any of these entries? 

Miss Levy. I could give them no further information that what 
appeared on the stub of the checkbook or in the cash books. 

Senator Bush. Did they came to you at times and say, ‘We don’t 
understand these entries. Can you help us explain for what this 
check was drawn?” 

Miss Levy. No. They wouldn’t discu.ss that with me. 

Senator Bush. You handled the checks that came in, too, the income 
items, did you not? 

Miss Levy. Yes, sir. 

Senator Bush. It was up to you to decide to what account they 
should be credited? ^ 

Miss Levy. That information would be given to me. 

Senator Bush. Were you able to always distinguish as to whether 
tiieso income checks were for purposes of a loan to Mr. Traub, or for 
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purposes of service rendered, for paying for services rendered ? Could I 
you clearly distinguish always what that was? 

Miss Levy. No. That information would be given to me. 

Senator Bush. Mr. Traub would give you that information ? 

Miss Levy. That is correct. 

Senator Bush. And do you feel that the posting of these income 
and outgo items was sufficiently clear so that tlie fellow who drew up 
the income tax would say with confidence tliat each item was for a 
specific purpose ; that he would know with confidence that each one of 
those items was what it was intended to be ? 

Miss Levy. I wouldn’t question wliat lie knew or did not know. 
That information he would no doubt get from Mr. Traub. 

Senator Bush. My point is we are not satisfied at all with Mr. 
Traub’s explanations about the income-tax returns, and why he would 
pay off such tremendous debt within a period of a short time without 
having paid enormous income taxes, because he said that he got all of 
the money to pay off the debts from services rendered. Yet his income 
tax was of such minute proportions that it seemed almost impossible. 
The two were irreconcilable. That is what I am reaching for. 

Have you any information tliat you think the committee should 
have, that you would care to give the committee, respecting the ques- 
tion of Mr. Traub’s income tax ? 

Miss Levy. There isn’t anything further that I can add other than 
what appeared in the books. I worked completely from the informa- 
tion there. 

Senator Bush. Thank you. 

The Chairman. Just 1 question, or maybe 2: You left there in 
1950? 

Miss Levy. Yes; 1950. 

The Chairman. In the year 1950 there was $126,369 drawn to 
cash. Of course, that money had to get into Mr. Traub’s hands 
somehow. 

Do you have any recollection of who it was paid him the $126,000? 

Miss Levy. I couldn’t possibly answer that question. 

The Chairman. You have no information on that whatsoever? 

Miss Levy. Only what appeared in the books. 

The Chairman. Did Mr. Traub collect fees from many, many 
builders here for specific purposes like an association ? 

Miss Levy. There is no question that he collected fees. 

The Chairman. I mean to be spent as an association, or an attorney 
representing a group of builders and they in turn would each, let us 
say, give him five or ten thousand , dollars to spend for the benefit 
of all of them or as a group. 

Miss Levy. That I wouldn’t know. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Simon. Just one more question: In 1948, you were there? 

Miss Levy. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. That year, according to the records we have, there 
were no payments made to SchbenMd. Is that your understanding? 

Miss Levy. I couldn’t remember that now. 

Mr. Simon. But the cash payments that year totaled $529,428. Do 
you have any idea what that amount of money w^as paid out for in 
cash ? 
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Miss Levy. I couldii’t possibly remember that now. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know what any of it went for ? 

Miss Levy. No, sir. 

Mi\ Simon. All you know is that you drew those checks and either 
you or someone el.se caslied them and you handed the money to Mr. 
Traub ^ 

Miss Levy. That is correct. 

The CiiAiRM.AX. Let me ask you one final question; You say you 
do not know for Avhat purpose the $529,000 was spent, but you da 
knoAV as the bookkeeper that the books should show exactly for what 
purpose it was sirent ; is that correct? 

Miss Leva'. Mliatever I have drawn was listed and shown on the 
books. 

The (hi.viRMAx. In other Avords, Ave should have no trouble discov- 
ering from Mr. Traub's books, if and when we get them, as to exactly 
liow that money Avas spent, is that correct? 

Miss Levy. So I believe. 

The Chairman. Tluink you very much. 

Senator Payne. Mr. Chairman, I Avould just like to ask, the books 
were audited, were they, from time to time? 

Miss Levy. Yes ; the books were audited. 

Senator Payne, ^^’'ere they audited by a C. P. A. ? 

Miss Levy. I believe he Avas a 0. P. A. 

Senator Payne. Were they certified to that effect? A C. P. A. does 
upon request enclose a statement Avith the certification that the facts 
as revealed are true and correct. 

Miss Levy. I never saw the statement. 

Senator Payne. On the check stubs, Miss Levy, that you mentioned, 
even though the check itself were drawn to cash, am I correct in under- 
standing that you did make a notation on the stub itself as to the 
nature of what that expenditure covered ? 

Miss Levy. That is correct. 

Senator Payne. And wlien that was posted, taken from there over 
to your cash disbursement sheet and was then posted, were you able to 
determine whether or not that covered a capital item or an expense 
Item? 

Miss Levy. No; I would only post to the account involved. Wliat 
the nature of the transaction was, I did not know. 

Senator Payne. Was there a regular monthly profit-and-loss state- 
ment drawn up for the company ? 

Miss Levy'. Tiiere miglit Iiave been. I never saw it. 

Senator Payne. You did not draAv up any profit-and-loss state- 
ment ( 

Miss Levy'. No. 

Senator P ayne. And no distinction was made then as to the entry 
against the project as betAveen a capital expense, so-called, and an out- 
right expense? 

Miss Leat'. Not that I know of. 

Senator Payne. In other Avords, it was one straight entrv from the 
casn-clisbursement sheet to the particular project? 

Miss Levy. That is right. 

Senator Pay'ne. That is all, Mr. Chairman, 
f he ( ii.mrman. Thank you very much. 
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Our next witness will be Lillian Krahan. Will you please come for, i 
ward, Mrs. Krahan? Will you be sworn, please? : 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to giveTfil) ■ 
G the whole truth and nothing but the truth, so help you 

TESTIMOmr OF MRS. LILLIAN KRAHAN, FARRAGXJT aARBEUg, 

BROOKLYN, N. Y. 

Mrs. Krahan. I do. 

The Chairman. Thank you. 

Will you please give the reporter your full name and address for 
the record ? 

Mrs. Kjiahan. My name is Lillian Krahan. I live at 3021 Avenuel 
Brooklyn. ’ 

Mr. Simon. Mrs. Krahan, are you the bookkeeper for Dryer & 
Traub? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes; I am. 

Mr. Simon. And how long have you been the bookkeeper there? 

Mrs. Krahan. I have been there since some time in May 1951. 

Mr. Simon. Miss Levy, who testified a moment ago, said she left 
in December of 1950. Do you know who was the bookkeeper between 
December of 1950 and May of 1951 ? 

Mrs, Krahan. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. Simon. Was there a bookkeeper there when you came? 

Mrs. Krahan. No, sir ; there was not. 

Mr. Simon. Is there a subsidiary ledger account to which eveiy 
item of cash disbursement has been posted during the time you were 
there ? ' 

Mrs. Krahan. No, sir. 

Mr, Simon. You have, I take it, during your time drawn a great 
number of checks to the order of cash ? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes, sir; I have, on occasions. 

Mr. Simon. Those frequently were in round sums such as $5,000 or 
$10,000 or $20,000. 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. On whose direction would you draw those checks? 

Mrs. Krahan. Mr. Traub. 

Mr. Simon. Would you either personally or through someone else 
arrange to have them cashed at the bank ? 

Mrs. Kjrahan. Well, on occasions I went. Sometimes maybe a 
clerk went. 

Mr. Simon. What would Mr. Traub tell you when he asked you to 
draw such a check ? 

Mrs. Krahan. Well, when he would ask me to draw a check I would 
ask him what it is for, and he would tell me that he has to make a 
payment on old indebtedness that he had. 

Mr. Simon. Did he tell you the indebtedness to whom? 

Mrs. Krahan. Sometimes he did. 

Mr. Simon. Did he always? 

Mrs. Krahan. No, sir ; not always. 

Mr. Simon. When he didn’t tell you what indebtedness he was mak- 
ing the payment on, how did you enter the item in the books ? 

Mrs. Krahan. Well, I earned it as an office expense. When I looked 
in the book to find an account to which to post it, I couldn’t find any- 
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tiling and I had to put it in some account, and there was no account 
I could put it in, and I put it into the office expense. 

Mr. Simon. Are you saying that every time you drew a check to 
cash, and he didn’t tell who to charge it to, that you just charged it 
to office expense ? 

Mrs. Krahan. Some checks. 

Mr. Simon. Where else did you charge items that he didn’t tell you 
how they should be charged ? 

Mrs. Kraiiax. Well, sometimes it would be to a client’s page. 

Mr. Simon. I take it you wouldn’t charge it to a client unless he 
told you it should be charged to that client, would you ? 

Ml’S. Krahan. Yes. In a case like that it would be money comino' 
and going. *=* 

Ml. Simon. I am talking about these checks drawn to cash in round 
sums, like five or ten or twenty thousand dollars. You testified a 
moment ago that sometimes he told you that those were to pay an 
indebtedness to a person he would name. 

Mrs. Krahan. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And sometimes he would say it was to pay an indebted- 

ness but he wouldn’t tell you to whom ? 

Mrs. Krahan. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. In every suck case, did you charge that item to office 
expense? ® 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The income tax returns of the firm for the vear 1950 
show payments totaling $80,958 to office expense. Does tliat include 
tee payment that you are talking of, of payments on some indebted- 

^rs Wn "iT jou charged them to office expense? 

Mr^ Simon ’ 

coShSTuntd I 

returns show that for 1947, 1948, 1949, 1951 and 

dients'antelo^OOO^^h*”*^^^,! miscellaneous expense for 
cliente. “ charged in that yeai- as miscellaneous expense for 

You don’t know anything about that? , 
th^r' ^ anything up to the time that I came 

same tax returns .show that in the vears 1948 
and 1949 and 1950, the miscellaneous office expense charges ran about 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes, sir. 

to'SSSr *" tl»t you Idn't kQO„ 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes, sir. 

-^"‘1 y°“ don’t know whether they were office exnense.s 
Mrs. Krahan. That is right. 
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Mr. Simon, Now Miss Levy testified a moment ago that when slie 
was the bookkeeper, there was a subsidiary ledger account for every 
item to which she ever entered in the casli disbursement book a dis- 
bursement ; that she was able to put those all on some subsidiary ledger. 

Were those ledgers all there during your tenure as bookkeeper? 

Mrs. Krahan. W'hen I came in 1951, 1 saw no ledgers, or anything 
for that time. ^ 

Mr. Simon. Do you know what happened to those ledgers ? 

Mrs. Krahan. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever inquire where the subsidiary ledger's 
were? 

Mrs. Krahan. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. I am not very much of a bookkeeper, but I understand 
that when you post items in the cash -disbursement book, you have to 
take them off and later post them in a subsidiary ledger. Didn’t you 
ever inquire as to where the subsidiary ledgers were ? 

The Chairman. In previous years? 

Mrs. KjtAHAN. No 

The Chairman. Did you open up a complete new set of ledgers? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes; I had no occasion to refer to any books prior 
to 1951. 

The Chairman. But the first day you sat down you had entries to 
makes You made them in the journal, and you had to transfer them 
to the ledger. Did you mean to say there were no old ledgers there 
at all, no books at all, that you open^ up a complete new set of books? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes. 

The Chairman. Do you know why you opened up a complete set 
of new books ? Are you certain now you understand my question ? 

Mrs. Krahan. Well, would you mind repeating it? 

The Chairman. You went to work 1 day. That was the first day 
you were there, 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes. 

The Chairman. You were the bookkeeper. Certain transactions 
came along. You paid out checks, you received money, and you were 
the bookkeeper. You had certain transactions. Of course, you en- 
tered them in your journal and later transferred them to the ledger. 

My question is : lYhen they were transferred to the ledger and to 
the journal, too, I presume, but particularly the ledger, you had a set 
of books. I presume you must have been doing business with certain 
people over a period of years, so you carried a ledger on them from 
year to year. My point is. Did you see those old ledgers, or did you 
open up complete new ledgers for these people? . _ 

Mrs. Krahan. I didn’t see any old books. While it is true that I 
came to work there in May, I had to go back and pick up, as of Janu- 
ary, and I started a whole brand new set of books. 

The Chairman. That is the question. You are certain of that now ? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have anv idea what happened to the books prior 
to 1951? 

Mrs. Krahan. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. Simon. Now, as we understand it from previous testimony, a 
lot of these cash payments went to a man named Schoenfeld. Is that 
your understanding? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Simon. In the year 1951, the income-tax return shows $196,315 
as payments of obligations as guarantor. Is that the money that 

went to Schoenfeld ? ^ i p • -r 

Mrs. Krahan. Well, there is the first I heard of the total ot it. I 

don’t know, but I caivt say just how much went to him. 

Mr. Simon. Did you keep, during the time you were the book- 
keeper, a ledger for the payments to Schoenfeld 

Mrs. Kraitan. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. Simon. When Mr. Traub would ask you for, let’s say, a $10,000 
check to cash, and you would say “Wliat is that for,” and let’s say he 
might say, “It is to Schoenfeld,” is that right? 

Mrs. Krahan. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Would you enter that on the book as a payment to 
Schoenfeld ? 

Mrs. Krahan. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. How would you enter that on the book ? 

Mrs. Krahan. I would just write “to cash, office disbursement” 
or “office expense.” 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever have a ledger for payments to Schoen- 
feld? 

Mrs. Krahan. I never saw one. 

Mr. Simon. You never made one? 

Mrs. Krahan. No, sir. 

The Chairman. The checks to Schoenfeld supposedly were repay- 
ment of a loan ; were they not ? 

Mrs. Krahan. That is right. 

The Chairman. Why would it go into office expense, and later show 
up here as a tax deduction? That is, if those are the facts. You 
want to make certain those are the facts. That is just what you 
testified to. 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes; I didn’t post it to any Schoenfeld account. 

The Chairman. You are saying that the money was a loan Schoen- 
feld made ? 

Mrs. Krahan. That is right. 

The Chairman. At least that is the testimony. You aie saying 
these checks you made out for round amounts, five, ten, fifteen, twenty 
thousand dollars, went into miscellaneous office expense. 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. And later showed up on the tax return as a de- 
ductible tax ? 


Mrs. Krahan. I don’t know how it showed up on the tax return. 
I never saw the tax return. 

The Chairman. I appreciate that. You charged them to mis- 
cellaneous office expense ? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes, sir; I did. 

The Chairman. I said “expense.” Was it miscellaneous office ex- 
pense or miscellaneous office account? 

Mrs, Krahan. Office expense. 

The Chairman. I see. 

Mr. Simon. Mrs. Krahan, during the time you were the bookkeeper, 
did you post all of the cash disbursements to some ledger account? 

Mrs. Krahan. All those except that the ones I told you that I put 
into the office expense. 
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Mr. Simon. You didn’t post all of the Schoenfeld payments to office 
expense ; did you ? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes, sir ; I did. 

Mr. Simon. All of the Schoenfeld payments went to office expense! 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. We have been told that something like $1,200,000 
paid to Schoenfeld. Did you put all of that in office expense ? 

Mrs. Krahan. Well, I don’t know how much it is that I did charge 
to office expense, but the items that I was told to draw, I charged to 
office e:^ense. 

Mr. Simon. Everything that you were told to pay to Schoenfeld! 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You also said that you were asked to draw some checks 
to cash and were not told who they were to be charged to. Did you 
make any distinction on the books between those checks where you were 
not told who to charge them, and those checks where you were told 
that they went for Schoenfeld ? 

Mrs. Kjrahan. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You treated them the same? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Whether it was for Schoenfeld or for a purpose that 
you didn’t know about? 

Mrs. Krahan. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You treated them exactly alike? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. In 1961, we understand from the tax returns that $196,- 

000 was paid to Schoenfeld and the checks to cash drawn on the books 
totaled $343,000. That is approximately $150,000 in addition to the 
eo-called Schoenfeld payments. Do you know where that $150,000 
went? 

Mrs. Krahan. Well, there are many items that were charged to 
office expense, we are on a cash basis, and there would be different 
things in the office. 

The Chairman. What, for example? Give us an example of a few 
items that would be charged to office expense, because in the tax return 
here you have all the salaries that were paid to everybody and it looks 
to me like all the other expenses. Give us an example of a few items 
that went to make up this $150,000. 

Would it be for traveling expense? 

Mrs. Krahan. If somebody got married and a gift was given to 
them it would go to office expense, or items of that nature. 

The Chairman. Like gratuities; someone gets married, and what 
else ? 

Mrs. Krahan. If someone got married, or Bar-Mitzvah, confirma- 
tion, in that nature. 

Mr. Simon. You wouldn’t have $150,000 of those, would you ? 

Mrs. Krahan. Well, I can’t think of every item just now. Maybe 

1 will think of them. 

The Chairman. Did you ever make any checks out that were charged 
to any FHA officials? 

Mrs. Krahan. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You began in May of 1951 ? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t remember the exact date ? 
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Mrs. Krahan. It was the early part of May. 

Mr. Simon. The total expenses for this time for the year 1951, ex- 
cluding the salaries and excluding the payments on obligations as 
guarantor, were less than $90,000, and yet there is $343,000 in checks 
drawn to cash. Can you give us any explanation of that? 

Mrs. Krahan. Would you mind repeating the question ? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. The total expenses of the firm in the year 1951, 
excluding salaries, and excluding these payments on obligations as 
guarantor, were less than $90,000. The checks drawn to cash in that 
year were $343,000. Can you give us any explanation of how that 
might liave happened ? 

Mrs. Krahan. Well, the only checks I know that I had charged to 
office expense — but I can’t tliink of the differences in the sums. 

Mr. Simon. Mrs. Krahan, there were checks drawn to cash in the 
year 1951 for odd sums of money. For example, I have one here that 
IS drawn to cash for $3,816.64, and we have been told that that was 

S robably the amount of money required on a closing of a real estate 
eal. 

Would you charge that to office expense or would you charge it to 
the client whose real estate deal was being closed ? 

Mrs. Krahan. I can’t remember that item just now. I would have 
to see it to know. 

Mr. Simon. In your mind is there any distinction between these 
checks to cash for round numbers like five or ten thousand dollars, 
and checks to cash for an odd amount of odd dollars, with pennies on 
the end Is there any distinction of those in your mind ? 

Mrs. Krahan. I don’t know of any now. 

.Mr. Simon. I am sorry ? 

Mrs. Krahan. I don’t know of any just now. 

Mr. Simon. You didn’t treat them any differently? 

Mrs. Krahan. Well, if it was pertaining to a specific matter. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever balance your books and taxe a trial 
balance ? 

Mrs. Krahan. No, sir, I never did. 

Mr. Simon. In the three and a half years you have been there, you 
have never taken a trial balance of your books? 

Mrs. Krahan. No. 

Mr. Simon. As far as you know, have any auditors ever looked at 
the books in the time you have been there ? 

Mrs. Krahan. They would be audited periodically. 

Mr. Simon. They were audited? 

Mrs. Krahan. iTes. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever see an audit statement from the auditors? 
Mrs. Krahan. No, sir, I never did. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have the bank statements of this firm, the 
monthly bank statements ? 

Mrs. Krahan. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t? 

Mrs. Krahan. No. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know what happened to them? 

Mrs. Krahan. Well, as I was through with them, I threw them 
away. 

Mr. Simon. You threw them away? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes. 
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Mr. Simon. Each month? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Wait a minute. You did what? 

Mrs. Krahan. I threw them away. 

The Chairman. Threw the monthly bank statements away? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes. 

The Chairman. You did? 

Senator Payne. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question? 

The Chairman. Senator Payne. 

Senator Payne. Mrs. Krahan, may I ask you : Were you employed 
as a bookkeeper prior to the time you went with Mr. Traub? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes. 

Senator Payne. How many years had you worked ? 

Mrs. EIrahan. A number of years. 

Senator Payne. Just roughly. 

Mrs. Krahan. About 12 or 13 years. 

Senator Payne. Had you studied bookkeeping before you first 
took employment? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes. 

Senator Payne. Did you ever make a reconciliation of your cjieck 
book? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes. 

Senator Payne. You did. Was that before or after you threw your 
bank statement away ? 

Mrs. Krahan. Before. 

The Chairman. Did someone order you to throw these bank state- 
ments away ? 

Mrs. Krahan. No, sir. 

The Chairman. You just did it of your own volition? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Did you ask anyone if you should throw them 
away? 

Mrs. Krahan. No, sir. 

Senator Payne. Mrs. Krahan, when you drew a check to pay for 
the telephone in the office, what did you charge that to ? 

Mrs. Krahan. To telephone. 

Senator Payne. What did you charge when you bought stationery 
for the office. 

Mrs. Krahan. Stationery. 

Senator Payne. And what about when you paid the payroll of the 
office? 

Mrs. Krahan. Payroll. 

Senator Payne. There must have been a subsidiary ledger then, 
wasn’t there ? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes, sir. 

Senator Payne. In other words, you do post from cash disburse- 
ments to a subsidiary ledger with the breakdown of the various classi- 
fied expenses ? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes, sir. 

Senator Payne. I thought I understood previously you said there 
was no subsidiary ledger. 

Mrs. Krahan. No, sir, I did not say that. I said there was a sub- 
sidiary ledger. 

Senator Payne. I am sorry if I misunderstood. 
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The Chairman. She testified that when she arrived there were no 
old ledgers. She opened up a complete new set of books, complete 
new set of ledgers ; is that right ? 

Mrs. Krahan. That is right. 

The Chairman. I was a little confused there, too, Senator Payne. 
J)o I understand you to say you posted every disbursement to some 

subsidiary ledger account? \ 

Ml’S. Krahan. Yes; except those that were in the general omce 

expense column. 

The Chairman. Then Mr. Traub’s books should show exactly where 
each dollar of these cash checks and big sums went to; is that right? 

Mrs. IvRiVHAN. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Were the Schoenfeld payments posted to some sub- 
sidiary ledger ? 

Mrs. Krahan. No, sir; they were not. 

Mr. Simon. They were not posted anywhere ? 

Mrs. Krahan. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Are there any other payments that weren’t posted 
anywhere ? 

Mrs. Krahan. I don’t know of any. 

Mr. Simon. How could you balance your books if you had a large 
group of checks, such as Schoenfeld checks, not posted anywhere ? 

Mrs. Krahan. Well, I said before that I put them in the office- 
expense column, and that balanced it. 

Mr. Simon. 1 am not sure I understand you. At one time you said 
that the Schoenfeld checks went in^o the office expense. 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes. 

. Mr. Simon. And another time you didn’t post the Schoengeld ex- 
penses ? 

Mrs. Kr^vhan. When you have an office expense you just post the 
entire sum, but you don’t have any pages to correspond with it. 

Mr. Simon. If during the year there were a total of 200 checks to 
Schoenfeld, totaling $200,000, will your office expense ledger have 
those 200 entries ? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes. Well, there wouldn’t be 200 items; there would 
be just 1 item for each month. 

Mr. Simon. I see. Then at the end of, each month you would post 
office expense, X dollars ? 

Mrs. Krahan. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And you wouldn’t show what it was for ? 

Mrs. Krahan. No, sir. 

Mr . Simon. Then at the end of the year how would you know 
whether that office expense was for stationery or for telephone or for 
Schoenfeld ? 

]\Irs. Krahan. I said before that when I paid a telephone bill, it was 
charged to telephone. 

The Chairman. How would you know when you got Mr. Schoen- 
feld paid olf if you didn’t have a ledger for him ? 

Mrs. Krahan. I wouldn’t know. 

The Chairman. You didn’t know? 

Mrs. Krahan. No, sir. 

Tile Chairman. You testified — you evidently were going on paying 
him indefinitely ? 
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Mrs. Krahan. Every time a payment had to be made to him I 
asked. 

The Chairman. If you charged it to office expense, how did you 
know when you got him paid off? I don’t know how much you 
him or how much you were supposed to pay him, but you would have 
no record, where you could go to one particular point and find out 
how much you paid him, did you ? 

Mrs. Krahan. I didn’t know how much it was that Mr. Traub owed 
him, but I knew he owed him a lot of money. 

The Chairman. But you wouldn’t know when you had him paid in 
full, would you ? 

Mrs. Krahan. No, sir ; I wouldn’t know. 

- The Chairman. The books wouldn’t show either, would they? 

Mrs. Krahan. No. 

Mr. Simon. Mrs. Krahan, we are interested in who got some of 
these items of round sums of money like five thousand or ten thousand 
dollars that was drawn to cash. 

Are you telling us now tliere is no way the books will reflect who 
received that money? 

Mrs. Krahan. Not that I know of. 

Mr. Simon. So far as you know you merely put it in the book and 
at the end of the month you added up the total of such unknown 
payments or Schoenfeld payments, and you put the total under office 
expense; is that right? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. And our examination of those books, you say, will 
never disclose either who got the money, or wlio it was charged to, 
other than the general charge to office expense ? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes. 

The Chah^an. We likewise know that this large sum was taken 
as a tax deduction, too, which is very interesting. As you have 
alimdy testified, Schoenfeld’s payments went in there. Supposedly 
that was repayment of a loan. 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Repayment of a loan is not a tax deduction, is it? • 

Mrs. Krahan. I don’t know anything about taxes. 

. The Chairman. It sounds reasonable to you that it would not be, 
doesn’t it? 

Mrs. ICrahan. I really don’t Icnow. 

Mr. Simon. There are a few specific questions I would like to ask 
you. 

. Miss Levy testified that when she left all of the bank statements 
for the period up to the time she was there were still there. 

Do you know if they are still there now ? 

Mrs. Krahan. I have never seen any. 

Mr. Simon. You have never seen them ? 

Mrs. Krahan. No. 

Mr. Simon. Do you loiow what happened to them ? 

Mrs. Krahan. IJo, sir; I donpt. . 

Mr. Simon. Is there a cash disbursement book for the year 1949? 

Mrs. Krahan. I really don’t know. I would have to look at all the 
books to see what years are there. 

Mr. Simon. There are eight pages missing out of the cash-disburse- 
ment book for the year 1949. Do you know where they are? 
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Mrs. Kkaiian. I,<loirt know anything about 1949. 

Mr. Simon. There are two pages missing out of the cash-disburse- 
ment book for the year 1950. Do you know anything about them? 

Mrs. Kkaiian. No, sir; 1 know nothing about that. 

Mr. Simon. There are some checks missing — ^that is, check stubs 
in the checkbook missing, the Chase National Bank book for the year 
1949, checks Nos. 1987, 1988, and 1989 are missing. 

Do YOU know anything about them? 

Mrs*. Kkaiian. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. On the Manufacturers Trust Co. account, and the firm 
does have an account there, doesn’t it? 

Mrs. Kkaiian. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. It still does? 

Ml'S. Kkaiian. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. In the year 1950 there are 500 checks missing, from 
2502 to 3002. ^ 


Do you know anything about those? 

Ml*. Krahan. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. In the year 1951 there are about 500 checks missino^,. 
from 4002 to 4500. Do you know anything about those ? 

Mrs. Krahan. No; I don’t. 

Ml. Simon. In the year 1952, there were three check stubs missing 
Nos. 62 1 4, 6275, and 6276, in the year 1952. Do you know anythinsr 
about those three (I’heck stubs? ^ 

Mrs. Krahan. No; I don't. 

Mr. Simon. Did you keep tlie checkbook in the year 1952* 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes. 


Mr. Simon. Do you know why those three should be missing* 

Mrs. Krahan. No; I don’t. ’ 

Mr. .''imon. There is a check stub book of the Manufacturers Trust 
Co. tor li»50 m which nine stubs have been torn out. Do you know 
ain4hinu’ about tliose check stubs? 

Mrs. Krahan. No; I, don’t. 

Mr. .Simon. Miss Levy testified that during the time she was book- 
keeper there she had a subsidiary ledger account for each piece of 
property in which the firm represented the sponsors, or the owners. 

Did you have such a subsidiary ledger? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes. ' 

Mr. Simon. Fo r ea ch piece of property? 

Mrs. I^RAHAN. Wherever possible. 

Mr. S^ioN. What do you mean, “wherever possible”? 

Mrs Krahan. Sometimes there would be 2 pieces of property, or a 
cotuiected matter and I would only have 1 sheet for it. ^ 

pr^erfe?^' payments ever charged to those 

some -were. If we had to draw checks for a 
di^urigment, a recording or some such thing, it was charged there 
-Mr. Simon. Mi-s. Krahan, in your books, your journal books you 
have a column headed “Clients’ expense,” don\ you ? ’ ^ 

Mrs. Kraiun. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. That is your journal ? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes. 
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Mr. Simon. And we find there are a number of instances where a 
check drawn to the order of cash will be posted in your journal under 
the column headed “Clients’ expense” ; is that right ? 

Mrs. ICrahan. It could be, 

Mr. Simon. In those cases, was that check drawn for some client’s 
expense? 

Mrs. Krahan. It could be. 

The Chairman. Specific client? 

Mrs. I^RAHAN. I would have to see that. 

The Chairman. Would the records show the name of the client and 
the specific purpose? Maybe we can clear it up. Did Mr. Traub 
represent a group of builders that would contribute X amount of 
money for him to use for lobbying purposes, and other purposes? 

Mrs. Krahan. Not that I know of, sir. 

The Chairman. He would not? 

Mrs. Krahai^. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Did he ever solicit funds or did builders in New 
York ever pay him X amount of money to fight this investigation ? 
Mrs. Krahan. No, sir ; not that I know of. 

Mr. Simon. There are in these books — and you probably know this 
better than I do — but there are in these books a large nuiuber of items 
drawn to cash and posted in your journal, under the heading “Clients’ 

expense.” 

Now, how can we find from the books what client that item was 
charged to ? 

Mrs, I^ahan. Well, I don’t know how you could. 

Senator Patne. Mrs. Krahan, didn’t you run an accounts receivable 

ledger? 

Mrs. Krahan. Well, we called the client’s ledger. ^ 

Senator Payne. That was broken down by the names of the indi- 
viduals ? 

Mr. Krahan. Yes, sir. n t 

Senator Payne. When a disbursement was made by a farm for a 
client’s expense, wasn’t that posted then to that ledger so that it showed 
an expense incurred on the account of Mr. X or Z or whatever the 

name might be ? 

Mrs. Ivrahan. Well 

The Chairman. For example, when a client would give you, let s say 
$10,000 for some specific purpose — I don’t Tmow what the purpose 
was — and you would spend eight thousand of it for that 
purpose, wouldn’t the ledger show ten thousand received and eight 

thousand spent? 

Mrs. Krahan. I guess it would. , , , , , n 

The Chairman. Then wouldn’t Mr. Traub’s books show all these 

transactions we are talking about, all these checks ? 

Mrs. I^RAHAN. Well, some would. 

The Chairman. Some will and some will not? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes. 

The Chairman. Why won’tdt all show up ? . v f 

Mrs. Krahan. What I mean, they all would show up in ditterent 

categories. , , . 

Mr. Simon. Let me ask you this : Have you ever heard of a man 

named Alfred L. Kaskell? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes, sir; I did. 
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j^r. Simon. In the 5-year period from the middle of 1949 through 
1953 we have taken off our books checks totaling $1,078,198 that in 
some way refer to Kaskell. 

Do you have a lediger account that will show a subsidiary ledger for 
Kaskell, that will show all the charges and credits against him ? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You do have that? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What book is that in ? 

Mrs. Krahan. That is in our client^ book. 

Mr. Simon. Will there- be one sheet for Kaskell or a number of sheets 
for Kaskell? 

Mrs. Krahan. A number of sheets. 

Mr. Simon. For every different property he had? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Will all of these items which, if our mathematics is 
right, total $1 million, taken out of your checkbooks, will they all 
appear on one of those Kaskell ledger accounts? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes. Some of those will and some will appear in 
cases where we would make an advance for Mr. Kaskell, and in 2 or 3 
days we would get that money back, and that would be in an exchange. 

Mr. Simon. Will that appear on Mr. Kaskell's account? 

Mrs. Krahan. It would appear in the general ledger exchange 
items. 

Mr. Simon. Will it appear in Mr. Kaskell’s account, too ? 

Ml’S. Krahan. No, sir: 

Mr. Simon. It won’t? 

Mrs. Krahan. No. 

Mr. Simon. So that the Kaskell account is not complete in that 
it doesn’t include these exchanges back and forth; is that right? 

Ml’S. Krahan. It would be complete, if you took the exchanges, 
plus the pages for the different properties. 

Mr. SiiuoN. What I am trying to find out is — let's assume that on 
a given day, Mr. Traub gave $5,000 to Mr. X for the account of a 
given property, and 3 days later the owners of that property gave 
him back a check for $5,0*00. 

Will there appear on the account of that property owner an item 
showing the $5,000 paid and 3 days later' that he got the five thousand 
back from the proper owner? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes; it would appear. 

Mr. Simon. It will appear on the ledger ? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. For that particular client? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Not merely on the exchange ledger? 

Mrs. Krahan. In the exchange ledger, or sometimes on a particular 
property. 

Mr. Simon. That is what I am trying to find out. Will it always 
appear on the property ledger or will it generally appear only in the 
excljange ledger? 

Ml’S. Krahan. In both places. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have a ledger sheet for either Vandeveer Estates 
<Dr Farragut Gardens or Morris Kavy, all of which is in the same 
property but it might appear in any of those three names? 
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Mrs. Krahan. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. There have been several thousands of dollars going in 
and out of the firm under that name. Is there a ledger sheet Qiat 
will show the receipts and disbursements for that Farragut project! 

Mrs. ICrahan. No, sir ; because we were on a cash basis and we only 
record the money Teceived, and only the disbursements you could 
check and the fees would appear in the fees column. 

Mr. Simon. Supposing tor Kavy’s project, Mr. Traub paid $5,000 
in cash to Mr. X today, and a week later Mr. Kavy reimbursed him 
that $5,000. Would both those entries appear on the Kavy ledger? 

Mrs. Krahan. Sometimes. 

The Chairman. Sometimes? 

hirs. Krahan. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. And sometimes not? 

Airs. Krahan. And sometimes it would appear in. the exchange; 

Mr. Simon. What is the distinction of why it would sometimes 
appear in the Kavy ledger and sometimes not ? 

Mrs. Krahan. Well, if we made a disbursement or advance, we 
would record it, but if we made a disbursement and the money was 
a temporary advance for 2 or 3 days, then I would put it in the 
exchange. 

Mr. Simon. I see, so that the place where you put it depended upon 
how long it was advanced for ; is that right? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. If it was a short-term advance, you would put it in one 
place. If it was a long-term. advance it would go in his account; is 
that right? 

Mrs. Krahan. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. How would you know whether it v7as a short- or long- 
term advance? 

Mrs. Krahan. I would be told. 

Mr. Simon. By whom? 

Mrs. Krahan. By Mr. Traub. 

Mr. Simon. Would he tell you, “This is going to get repaid in^a 
week,” or would he say, “Put this in the exchange account?” 

Mrs. Krahan. No, sir. He would say, “We are making this ad- 
vance and in 2 days if it isn’t paid, let me know.” 

Mr. Simon. Then you put it in the exchange account? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did that frequently happen on items which were checks 
drawn to cash ? * 

Mrs. Krahan. I really don’t remember. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know that it did happen on some items drawn to 
cash? 

Mrs. Krahan. Yes, some. 

Mr. Simon. In round figures? 

Mrs. Ejiahan. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. How would you know when you were asked to draw 
a check to cash for $5,000, and gave Mr. Traub the $5,000 in cash, how 
would you know whether that was a payment to Schoenfeld that was 
to go in office expense or advance for Kavy that was to be paid in 
a week, or an advance to Kavy that wouldn’t be paid for 3 months? 

Mrs. Krahan. Well, when I would be asked to draw the check, I 
would ask and I would be told at that time. 
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, Simon. Were you always told what the check was for ? 

Mrs. Krahan. Not always. 

Mr. Simon. What do you mean' you weren’t always told what the 
check was for? 

Mrs. Krahan. I would just charge it to office expense. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. 

Our next witness will be Mr. Abraham Traub. 

Mr. Weisman. May it please you, Senator Capehart, and the other 
Senators, I- respectfully ask that no pictures be taken in advance of the 
testimony. 

The Chairman. The policy of this committee is<feo observe the wishes 
of the witnesses, and the wishes in this respect is that there be no photo- 
graphs taken of his presence while testifying and does that apply to 
the television likewise? 

Mr. Weisman. That applies to television likewise. 

The Chairman. The photographers and television, if here, will 
comply. You can take the voice but not the picture. I am only talk- 
ing about when the witness is on the witness chair. We have no con- 
trol over what you do when he is not on the witness chair. 

Mr. Weisman. I would respectfully ask that cameramen be re- 
quested not to take any photographs until we are finished testifying. 
After that I will see they get adequate pictures at the close of the 
testimony. 

The Chairman. If the photographers will please observe their 
wishes. 

Will you please come forward. Mr. Traub. 

Mr. Traub. Would you turn the lights off, Senator? 

Tile Chairman. When he starts testifying we will turn them off. 
Mr. Weisman. I would like a ruling from the Senator. I respect- 
fully ask these lights, which I cannot stand, and which will upset my 
client, be turned off, We aTe not here at a circus. This is a serious, 
legislative inquiry. 

The Chairman. I think we had better comply with the wislies of the 
witness. I see nothing to be gained in having them on while he sits^ 
there. It is just a matter of a second. 

We want to be fair with everybody. It is really dark in here now. 
Do you solemnly swear the testimony ybu are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

TESTIMONY OP ABRAHAM TRAUB, PARRAGUT GARDENS, BROOK- 
LYN, N. Y., ACCOMPANIED BY MILTON WEISMAN, COUNSEL— 
Resumed 

Mr. Traub. Yes, I do. 

The Chairman. Thank you, sir. 

Will you please be seated and give the reporter your full name and 
address ? 

Mr. Traub. Abraham Traub, 1620 Avenue I, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

The Chairman. You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Traub, you are an attorney ? 

Mr. TmvuB. I am. 
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Mr. Simon. You have represented a substantial number of clients 
who received commitments from the Federal Housing Administrating 
under section 608 of the Federal Housing Act? 

Mr. Traub. Of course. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know the total amount of mortgages that 
FHA has insured for clients of yours on applications that you proc- 
essed at FHA? 

Mr. Traub. I do not. 

Mr. Simon. It is well over a hundred million dollars; is it not! 

Mr. Traub. I have no idea. I don’t think it reaches that amount 
It may, I mean. 

Mr. Simon. I have a list here of about 70 projects which I am told 
is not a complete list in that there are others that we don’t have, but 
the list of 70 projects that we have totals $106,489. 

Mr. Traub. I say it may have. I have represented quite a few 
FHA projects. 

Mr. Simon. Is there any doubt in your mind? I will be glad to 
read the list to you. 

Mr. Traub. No. There is no doubt in my mind. I don’t know tlie 
amount. It is possible it is a hundred million dollars. 

The Chairman. Without objection, we will place that list in the 
record. 

(The information referred to follows:) 

List of FHA Projects Furnished by Abraham Tkaitb as Projects in Which 

His Firm Appeared as Attorneys 


„ . . Amount of 

Name of project mortgage 

Davenport Arms $ 1 , 783, 400 

Chartone Garden Apartments 736,100 

Lizel Holding Co noo, 000 

Forest Drive Apartments 1,388,900 

Austin Street Construction Corp 7.30, 000 

B^eldstone Gardens (Netherland Gardens) 4,116,000 

Sundavvn Gardens 1 , 496, 600 

Congress Gardens 975, 200 

Ridge Terrace 1, 116, 500 

Maplewood Housing 

Shore View Gardens 589, 000 

Parkville Gardens 743,500 

The Sheridan 527, 700 

The Fulton 1, 016, 900 

American Park, section No. 1 1, 267, 100 

Colony Terrace 1, 189, 400 

The Roosevelt 640, 000 

Montgomery House 665,000 

The Jamestown 557, 600 

Olinville Terrace 598,100 

Bay Parkway Apartments .565, 100 

First Woodhaven Housing 3, 5S7, 900 

Second Woodhaven Housing 2, 647,000 

Third Woodhaven Housing 1, 747, 900 

The Hamilton 510, 300 

Lana Gardens 551, SOO 

Lincoln Cooi)erative 2, 68:3, 600 

Regent Gardens 620, 100 

Bay Shore Gardens 911,500 

Pel way Gardens 1, 424, 600 

Albert Apartments 370,300 

Oliver Gardens 2, 001, 500 
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^ His Firm Appeared as Attorneys — Continued 

Name of profeot 

Aero Gardens 

Boulevard Gardens 

Anita Apartments 

Howard Gardens 

Mansfield Gardens 

Quality Gardens 

Cedar Gardens 

Forest Hills Village 

Forest Hill Gardens 

Greystone Gai’dens ^ 

Barnes Gardens 

Lausou Gardens 

Roder Gardens 

Ruskiii Gardens 

Farragut Gardens, No. 1, Inc 

Farragut Gardens, No. 2, Inc 

Farragut Gardens, No. 3, Inc 

Farragut Gardens, No. 4, Inc 

Farragut Gardens, No. 5, Inc 

Queens College Gardens 

Grand Central Apartments, section I_ 

Grand Central Apartments, section II 

Woodcliff Gardens, Inc., section I 

Woodcliff Gardens, Inc., section II 

Larchmont Gardens 

Dara Gardens 

The Normandie 


Briarwood Gardens Apartments, section 4 991, 000 

Blossom Gardens 1, G28, 600 

Briarwood Gardens, section 1 1, 455, 000 

Briarwood Gardens, section 2 575, 000 

Troy Gardens 856,000 

Eego Terrace 470, 600 

Rego Gardens 471, 000 


Total 106,489,000 


Mr. Simon. Included in these projects is the $21 million — $21,719,- 
000 of FHA commitment on Farragut Gardens? 

Mr. Traub. I assume so. 

Mr. Simon. You represented Mr. Kavy in the Farragut Gardens 
project? 

Mr. Traub. I did. 

Mr. Simon. As far as you know, is he still physically unable to 
appear as a witness here? 

Mr. Traub. As far as I know, he is. 

Mr. Simon. And you also represented Kaskell in getting some $30 
million worth of FHA commitments? 

Mr. Traub. I represented Kaskell in get — not in getting his com- 
mitments. I represented him as an attorney in closing the commit- 
ments. I did not represent anybody in getting commitments, Mr. 
Simon. 

Mr. Simon. I wasn’t ti-jang to be technical. You .represented 
Kavy and Kaskell in connection with their FHA loans? 

Mr. Traub. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And Kavy’s total was about $25 million? 

Mr. Traub. Yes. 


Amount of 
mortgage 

$2, 467, 300 

2, 467, 300 

3, 904, 800 
4, 112, 600 
3, 047, 300 
2, 358, 500 
1, 322, 900 


1, 106, 500 
835, 100 
1, 160, 000 
748,400 
2, 098, 200 


> 21, 719, 300 


3, 348, 600 

1, 208,300 

2, 160, 600 


2, 238, 000 
4, 657, 900 
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Mr. Simon, And Kaskell was over $30 million? 

Mr. Traub. I haven’t got the amount. It is possible it is over * 
million. i 

Mr. Simon. Now, as you know, w'e have tried to analyze your ' 
books. This morning, Miss Levy testified that when she left in 1950 
all of the bank statements, the montlily bank statements for prior 
years were there, and Mrs. Krahan testified that they were not there 
when she came. Do you know what happened to those bank state- 
ments? 

Mr. Traub. I do not except, Mr, Simon, in 1949, I reorganized the 
office, changed the entiie method of doing business, changed the entire 
system that I had been employing until 1949, and I do not know what 
happened to those books and records. I never saw them. 

Mr. Simon. Was that reorganization early in 1949? 

Mr. Traub. It took place from about February 1949 to some time the 
latter part of 1949, October or November. 

Mr. Simon. You bank at the Manufacturers Trust Co., do you? 

Mr. Traub. I do. 

Mr. Simon. In June 1950 seven check stubs were torn out of the 
checkbook of the Manufacturers Trust Co., numbered 2060, 2063, 
2066, 2069, 2072, 2075 and 2078. 

Do you know why those check stubs were torn out or who tore them 
out ? 

Mr. Traub. I do not. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know that they were torn out ? 

Mr. Traub. I do not. 

Mr. Simon. Have you ever examined that checkbook ? 

Mr. Traub. Recently? 

Mr. Simon. At any time. 

Mr. Traub. I may have examuied it in 1949. 

Mr. Simon. This is in June of 1950. 

Mr. Traub. I may have examined it in 1950. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know any reason why those check stubs should 
be torn out? 

Mr. Traub. I do not. 

Mr. Simon. In -the same Manufacturers Trust Co.- account, in 1953, 
checks numbered 6274, 6275, and 6276, those stubs are missing. Do you 
know why they are missing? 

Mr. Traub. I do not. 

Mr. Simon. There are stubs missing for each year — I will be glad 
to read the numbers here if it makes any difference, but can you tell us 
where they went and who took them, or why ? 

Mr. Traub. I do not know. 

Mr. Simon. Miss Levy testified this morning that she had a sub- 
sidiary ledger account for each property and that each item of dis- 
bursement that she made was posted on one of those ledgers. Do you 
know what happened to those ledgers? 

Mr. Traub. I do not- know. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know w.ho could have removed them from your 
office ? 

Mr. Traub. I don’t. 

Tlie Chairman. Have they been removed ? 

Mr. Traub. I don’t know. 
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Mr. Simon. Are you now occupying the same offices that you oc- 
cupied in 194T, 1948, 1949, and 1950? 

Mr. Traub. No. 

Mr. Simon. How long have you been in your present offices? 

Mr. Traub. Since 1949. 

Mr. Simon. Since 1949? 

Mr. Traub. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. When did you move? 

Mr. Tbaub. We rearranged tlie offices and cut down a bit. It was 
February 1949. 

Mr. Simon. Is what you are telling us that you now liave less space 
but it IS in the same .space? ^ 

Mr. Traub. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. \ou liav-en't moved, then? 

Mr. Traub. No; we haveiiT moved. 

Mi. Simon. Did you throw out any of your books and records at the 
time you gave up some of your space? 

Mr. Traub. I personally didnT. 

boE anZ^oSf ^"tliority to throw out 
Mr. Traub. No. 

^^ i what happened to the books and 

records that Miss Levy said were there when she left that are not 
tliere now? 

Mr. Traub. I cannot. 

Mr. Simon. You cannot ? 

Mr, Traub. No. 

leave until November 1949 
M Tb ' nT'''! ; ‘u «“«-anged your office spaS 

until tire iattei i^irt of 1949”" ‘-eorganization took 

Mr. Simon. Had it been completed by the time she left? 

lUi . I raub, y 

M*. says the books were there when she left. 

AT ^ knoAv what happened to them. 

Mr TrIub’ N^ liappened to them ? 

Mr. SnroN, There are eight pages missing out of vour cash Hits 
jmrseinent journal for the year 1949. Do you know what happened 

Bffn ^ ^ heard of missing pages was about 2 weeks 
Si SimL^R ^ked me that question 

Bi|'n JS' .L'S She ”idS.'' '» *'» 

thE ? anything else to find out what happened to 

E Tk®*'® "'“s nothing else that could be done. ' 

-t hoo^ f- thr-a^T^r s»Te Ey\z;gTo\is^^^ 
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Mr. Simon. You don’t know what happened to those missing pages! 

Mr. Traub. I do not. 

Mr. Simon. Were you here this morning when Mrs. Krahan testi- 
fied? 

Mr. Traub. I was. 

Mr. Simon. Did you hear her testimony ? 

Mr. Traub. I did. 

Mr. Simon. She said that during the period of time she was there 
she charged all of the moneys you paid to Schoenfeld to office expense. 
Is that your understanding of how your books were kept? 

Mr. Traub. I associated myself in the partnership with 3 other 
attorneys, and there is a written agreement signed, I think it ’was 
the latter part of 1950 or the early part of 1951, by the 4 of us, in 
which the old indebtedness was assumed as an office expense, and all 
payments that I made on account of the old indebtedness, including 
Schoenfeld, were charged to office expense. 

Mr. Simon. Well now, at the time you created this partnership, 
what was the date of it again ? 

Mr. Tr.\ub. I don’t know the exact date. I think it was the later 
part of 1950 or early part of 1951. 

Mr. Simon. At that time, how much did you owe Schoenfeld? 

Mr. Traub. I had various guaranties. I owed him about one mil- 
lion two, one million three hundred thousand. 

Mr. Simon. What time is this now ? 

Mr. Traub. In February 1949. 

Mr. Simon. In February of 1949? 

Mr. Traub. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. But at the time you made this partnership agreement 
where the partners assumed that indebtedness, how much was owing? 

Mr. Traub. Well, I can’t give you the exact figure that was owing 
at that time. 

Mr. Simon. Did you keep a ledger to record the amount of money 
you owed Schoenfeld and the payments to him ? 

Mr. Traub. Not a ledger. It was in the written agreement, the 
amount of money I owed him. 

The Chairman. You made the payments to him, did you ? Do you 
have a ledger showing you owed him $1,200,000 and as you made pay- 
ments you deducted it ? 

Mr. Traub. That isn’t the fact. Senator. The fact is since you want 
to go into something that does not pertain to this investigation, I will 
give you the facts. There was a written agreement I made with Mr. 
Schoenfeld which set forth how he was to be paid. I personally didn’t 
pay him the entire $1,200,000. There were considerable assets that 
had been tied up under these guaranties. Have we got that written 
agreement here ? 

Mr. Weisman. Go ahead. I will have it for you. 

Mr. Traub. I personally never paid him nowheres near $1,300,009 
or $1,600,000. At no time in executive session did anybody ask me 
about my old problems. I think if they had and I would have bep 
able to sit down with Mr. Simon and Mr. Hogue and give the details 
there wouldn’t be all these innuendoes and inferences. 

The Chairman. I know of no innuendoes ; all we want are the facts. 

Mr. Traub. I have -written agreement signed by Mr. Schoenfeld 
before he died. 
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The Chairman. Let’s have it. 

Mr. Weisman. I haven’t got it here. I will reproduce it and give 
you a photostatic copy. I didn’t know it was going to be called for 
Mr. Simon. How much did you pay Schoenfeld? 

Mr. Traub. I, personally ? 

Mr. Simon. You personally or your law firm. 

Mr. Tkaub. I wouldn’t know the exact amount, but it must have 
been in the neghborhood of a little over $300,000, $275,000, and various 
other pa yjiients I made to him, interest. 

Mr. Simon. $200,000? 

Mr. Tr^uib. Over $276,000. 

Mr. Simon. Is that all that came from you or your law hrm. 

Mr. Traub. Yes, sir. 

Ml . SiM(,)N. At the session in this room about a month ago, we called 
to }a)ur attention payments made by check of your firm to the order of 
cash, totaling oyer $1 million, from the years 1947 through the year 
llliVJ. 1 he total amount is $1,264,928. ^ 

that a big part of that went to Schoenfeld. 
Ml. 1 did not. \ ou misunderstood me. Mr. Simon you 

bring in a period before I had anything to do with ai^ FHA matter. 
Mltn represented any client in any FHA matter, nor 

applLfiOT filed Farragut project start ? When was the 

Ml- Tkaub. I don’Omow. I had nothing to do with the application. 

Mi.biMON. I think you will find it M-asfikd in 1948. ^ 

Mr S.wnw nothing to do with the application, Mr. Simon. 

* ^ down any way you want. In 1951 which 

«' “■- th.’ .i pi 

Mr. Traub. That must include payroll and all other cash. 

Ml. Simon. No, sir. 

Mr. Traub. I think it does. 

Mr Won ' ®“"®ii- analyzed it. 

in 608 of fhe 

Mr. Traub. I don't think that was the height. The heio-ht I think 

apX t o, ; Whi"f f"’- with the 

S T , o f height, I mean the closings. That is 

when I came into the picture, to close these FHA’s. ^ 

as niisrem^iin^” your income-tax return shows $80,958 

- janeous expenses for clients. There is no payroll in thni 

buTfhisItem o?$80 95R to that, listed under salai-ies and wages^ 

tms Item of $80,9o8 IS miscellaneous expense for clients. 

tan you tell us what that is composed of ? 

Mr. Iraub. It either may be— that is 1950? 

tho.se items are^lpo^d^of^^""'^^ ®^ows what 

the bo,,kfAT' I I hook care of any of 

Mr , f have told you that several times. 

these ^i” ^ ^ months when we have been asking vou 

Hat^r^riitesto you to inquire'as" to 
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Mr. Traub. Mr. Simon, it has, and I had Mr. Wiseman, my counsel 
engage another firm of attorneys to try to explain the books to me 
This IS the first time that I became interested in books. 

Mr. Simon. Let me say this to you : You personally signed tliis 
income-tax return for the year 1950 ? 

Mr. Traub. I did. 

Mr. Simon. And the biggest ^i tern in the inoome-tax- return is tb* 
salaries and wages paid to your employees. The second biggest item 
is $80,958 for miscellaneous expenses for clients. 

Wlio gave you that figure to put in your income-tax return ? 

Mr. Traub. That figure was made up of various items that either 
my accountant got from the books, or from my bookkeeper. 

Mr. Simon. Your bookkeeper has said a moment ago that she doesn’t 
know what it is. Do you have a statement, an audit report of your 
accountant that will show what it is? 

Mr. Traub. The accountant may have it. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have any piece of paper that will give us a 
breakdown on that $80,958 ? 

Mr. Traub. No; I haven’t, unless the books show it. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know whether the books will show it ? 

Mr. Traub. I don’t. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know whether the books will show it? 

Mr. Traub. No. 

Mr. Simon. The same year, 1950, the income-tax return shows a pay- 
ment of $410,718 as payments of obligations as guarantor. Is that 
Sohoenfeld ? 

Mr. Traub. No ; not all Schoenf eld. There may be part of it Schoen- 
feld. 

The Chairman. What do you mean by “guarantor” ? 

Mr. Traub. Senator, in 1943, 1944, visualizing an upward surge in 
my opinion, I encouraged clients to go in and buy real estate. Many 
of my clients didn’t have the money to buy the real estate. I borrowed 
the money for them, guaranteed the payments to various people, paid 
bonuses on the moneys that I was paying for them. 

The Chairman. You borrowed the money for your clients? 

Mr. Traub. No, sir ; I did not borrow the money for my clients with- 
out telling my clients I was borrowing the money for them. 

The Chairman. You borrowed the money for your clients? 

Mr. Traub. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Then you did what with the money ? 

Mr. Traub. They went out and bought real estate. 

. The Chairman. You gave them the money? 

Mr. Traub. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. You borrowed money for them i 

Mr. Traub. I didn’t give it to them. I loaned it to them. 

The Chairman. You borrowed money and loaned it to your clients 
to buy real estate? 

Mr. Traub. That is correct. 

The Chairman. Then what ? 

Mr. Traub. The thing started to mushroom into a tremendous snow- 
ball where I was guaranteeing a couple of million dollars worth of 
payments. I couldn’t 

Mr. Simon. Guaranteeing what payments ? 
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]\lr. Traub. Guaranteeing payments from the people 1 borrowed 
the money from. 

The Chairman. In other words, you borrowed a couple of million 
dollars and loaned it to your clients? 

Mr. Traub. To enable them to buy real estate. 

The Chairm-VN. Your clients should have paid you back. You in 
turn would have paid the people from whom you borrowed $2 million. 
Mr. TmiUB. That is right. 

The (hiAiRMAN. They didn’t pay you back? 

Mr. Traub. They didn’t pay it back as fast as the money became 
due from the money I borrowed it and I had to keep on paying higher 
bonuses. 

The Chairman. What you call a guarantor is paying off this $2 
million ? 

Mr. Traub. No. I guaranteed to these people the money would be 
paid back to them not from the client but by myself. I finally wound 
up in 1949, with a lot of deadwood. People I borrowed the money 
from weren’t interested in what I had. All they were interested in was 
getting their money back. 

The Chairman. Mr. Traub, then your books, I presume, that you 
are going to turn over to us, will show all that? I mean they will 
show every payment and every loan that you made and all the money 
YOU borrowed, to whom you loaned it, and it will show each payment 
as it came back, and so forth ; will it not ? 

Mr. TmvuB. I don’t know what the books will show, Senator. I had 
nothing to do with the books. My mind was on repaying this money 
I had to get back. That was my biggest concern. 

.The Chairman. It may well be possible then when you give us the 
books that we can have the General Accounting Office — and we have 
1 or 5 men assigned to us by the General Accounting Office in Wash- 
ington — that we can find out from your books then exactly what 
happened ? 

Mr. Traub. Senator, I have submitted that question to my lawyer, 
as far as turning over the books is concerned. 

The Chairman. There is no question about that, is there? 

Mr. Traub. He advises me of certain danger spots that there exist. 
The Chairman. You mean you don’t want to turn over your books? 
Mr. Traub. It is not a case I don’t want to turn over. 

Do you know they have been examining these books on 2 or 3 occa- 
sions? You wouldn’t get that from the newspapers they had the 
books. According to the newspapers I have been keeping the books 
and wouldn’t let them examine them. They were there on one occa- 
sion for 10 days examining those books, and 6 nights. 

Mr. Weisman. Six men. 

The Chairman. Suppose you proceed and we will get to the books 
later. 

Mr. Simon. What I would like to loiow, if there is an explanation to 
it, in the period of 1947 through 1952, total amount of checks drawn 
to cash, excluding payroll, amounted to $1,264,000. 

Mr. Traub. Mr. Simon, at this point I would like to interrupt you, 
If I may. The figure of one-million-sofne-odd thousand sounds like a 
jot of cash checks, but I know this, and my recollection is very good. 

1 had two bank accounts in 1948, and I used to cash a check in one 
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bank and deposit the proceeds, cash in another bank to meet a check! 
that was coming into that bank. 

Mr. Simon. Bo you mean kiting checks ? 

Mr. TmvuB. Yes, if you want to use that word, yes. So if you will 
check you will find out that money was deposited in the same account, 
in another bank account the same day. 

Mr. Simon. What period of time was that ? 

Mr. Traub. In 1947 and 1948. 

So you can eliminate a half million dollars very easily. 

Mr. Simon. We still have about $700,000 of checks drawn to cash 
after 1948, beginning in 1949. 

Mr. Traub. You mean including payroll and everything ^ 

Mr. Simon. No, sir ; exclusive of payroll. 

Mr. Traub. I think your figures are a little wrong. 

Mr. Simon. I think you will find they are right. Let me go on and 
ask you the rest of my question. I also find from your tax returns that 
in the years 1949, 1950, 1951 and 1952 you took credit under the caption 
“Payment of Obligations as Guarantor'- for $1,075,000 worth of pay- 
ments. That would include all these Schoenfeld payments, wouldn’t 
it? 

Mr. -Traub. Quite a bit of it. 

Mr. Simon. And seven hundred-some-odd-thousand dollars more 
than Schoenfeld, is that right? 

Mr. Traub. No. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t you tell us a moment ago that Schoenfeld got 
about $300,000 from you I 

Mr. Traub; I don’t know the exact figure. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t you state that a moment ago ? 

Mr. Traub. I said over $300,000, maybe a few thousand under 
$300,000, 1 don’t know the exact figure. 

Mr. Simon. If Schoenfeld got a few thousand under or over $300,000 
and the income-tax return shows a total of $1,075,000 

Mr. Traub. You will find out quite a few checks were paid in pay- 
ment of the old indebtedness. 

Mr. Simon. I am not quarreling with that. Doesn’t that indicate 
that somebody else got about $700,000 of the money listed in your tax 
return as payment of obligations as guarantor ? 

Mr. Traub. If your figures are correct, it would show that. I did 
not pay out $700,000 in cash, Mr. Simon. I am sure of that. 

Mr. Simon. I am not talking about cash now. The one figure— 
these are three separate figures I am about to give you : The one figure 
of cash payments, which is $1,264,000 in the 7-year period, that is one 
figure, taken by itself. \ \ 

Mr. Traub. Why not eliminate 1947 and 1948. Let’s deal with 
smaller figures because 1947 and 1948 I tell you I had nothing to do 
with this investigation or anything with the FHA. 

Mr. Simon. All right. My question will be the same in either event. 

Mr. Traub. Let’s reduce the figure and I think I can help you. 

Mr. Simon. About $600,000 of payments to cash in 1949 through 
1952. 

Mr. Traub. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. In addition, you have $1,075,000, not all cash, of pay- 
ments to these pi’ior obligations, which you list here “obligations as 
guarantor.” Now, you also have in 1950, $80,958 of miscellaneous 
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expenses for clients, and that is in addition in 1950 to $410,000 on 
these payments as guarantor; in 1951, you have $39,391 as miscella- 
neous office expense charges, and in 1952, $106,745 as miscellaneous 
office expense charges. So in the years 1950, 1951, and 1952, we have 
$225,000 of miscellaneous expense for clients or miscellaneous office 
expenses in addition to all these so-called Schoenfeld payments. And 
a good part of these, $225,000, and my question is narrowed down now 
to this $225,000 — a good part of those were payments to cash, and your 
bookkeeper has testitied here this morning that she very frequently 
issued a check to cash and charged it against office expense because 
she didn't know where else to charge it. 

Now my question is : Are there any records anywhere that will show 
who got tbe $225,000, and for whose benefit tlie money was spent ? 

Mr. Traub. All these figures that you gave me reflect one thing, Mr. 
Simon : that when I took a deduction of one-million-some-odd-thou- 
sand dollars, in my income-tax returns, the cash payments, office ex- 
pense, clients’ expense, were all included. 

Mr. Simon. Oh, no. I am sorry. The million — I tried to make 
that crystal clear in my question. The $1,075,000 of payments to 
Schoenfeld, et al., is in addition — is separate from the $225,000 I am 
talking about, and the reason I ask the question is that a month ago, 
when we went down this list — and every time I would ask you who 
got this $5,000 in cash or who got that $10,000 in cash, you would reply 
“it must have gone to Schoenfeld.” 

Now, therefore, we have tried to separate them into 2 piles, and we 
have the 1 pile of $1,075,000, which includes all the money that on 
your tax returns you claimed as payments on the guaranties. 

Mr. Traub. Which includes the cash payments, too. 

Mr. Simon. Which includes those cash payments ? 

Mr. Traub. All cash payments that I made on account of my old 
guaranties and prior indebtedness. 

Mr. Simon. It may very well include all cash payments made on 
account of guaranties, but it doesn’t include all cash payments you 
made? 

Mr. Traub. It does. 

Mr. Simon. I think you will find that you cannot account for the 
$225,000 that I am now talking about by, check. 

Mr. Traub. You are mentioning figures that don't mean too much 
to me, Mr. Simon. 

•The Chairman. I am afraid that has been the trouble in the past. 
You haven’t paid enough attention to your books and records. 

Mr. Traub. To my books and records, no. That may have been 
the trouble, Senator. 

Mr. Simon. One of the things that doesn’t make sense to me is, here 
is a period of time when you were a couple of million dollars in debt, 
and in 1950, and in 1951, we find on your books items of $25,000, 
$30,000, $60,000, $40,000, drawn for matters relating to Kaskell, and 
we go to Kaskell and ask him what these are for and he says they are 
all loans from you to Kaskell. 

Mr. Traub. They are the same loan that may have revolved itself 
maybe 10 times in a month, Mr. Simon. He would give me a check — 
he would ask me if I could advance $30,000 or $40,000 on a certain 
matter for him and he would give me a check which would tell me to 
deposit the day after that or 2 days later. 
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The Chairman. Was that kiting checks, too? 

Mr. Traub. No : that isn’t kiting checks. 

Mr. Weisman. I think if you will examine that list you are looking 
at, you will find a great many of these checks for $00,000 and $20,0o| j 
represented checks that were first given by Kaskell to Traub, and then ! 
Traub paid them out to satisfy the deposit. 

Mr. Simon. Take the beginning of 1951. On January 4, there is a 
$20,000 check by Traub, and Kaskell says “This is a loan to Alfred L 
Kaskell.” On January 8, 4 days later, there is another $40,000 check, 
and Kaskell says, “This is a loan to Alfred L. Kaskell.” On March 
27, there is $2,500 in cash, and Kaskell says, “This is cash advanced by 
Traub to Kaskell.” 

Now, those are all loans, or advances by Traub to Kaskell at a time 
when Traub was apparently veiy heavily in debt. 

Mr. Weisman. That is true. I merely wished to point out for the 
benefit of the committee the contravailing deposits where Kaskell first 
gave the money to him and then 

Mr. Simon. We don’t doubt for a minute, Mr. Weisman, that Mr. 
Traub was not an eleemosynary institution giving money to these peo- 
ple, but we are trying to find out what the money was for, who got it 
and why, and we would be grateful if someone could tell us where tlie 
books are that will reflect who got the $225,000, which is exclusive of 
all the Schoenfeld money ; who got it and why. 

Mr. Weisman. We will be glad to help you. I made the offer in 
Washington. I said that obviously a lawyer couldn’t do that, that we 
had engaged an accountant who analyzed these books who gave us a 
complete analyzation and I made the statement to your Mr. Hogue 
there in Washington and I thought we could reconcile everything and 
we would be glad to sit down with you and do it. It is obviously un- 
fair to take a lawyer and ask him about 5 years of books. You are a 
lawyer, I am a lawyer. We know 

The Chairman. Is Mr. Traub there a lawyer ? 

Mr. Weisman. Yes. 

The Chairman. It seems to me since you are a lawyer and Mr. Traub 
is a lawyer that Mr. Traub particularly, because lawyers are supposed 
to want to get facts, and see that justice is rendered — that is a part of 
their official code I understand — for that reason it seems to me as 
though you would be very, very anxious to turn over all your records 
and all your books to this committee, and let us find out what the exact 
facts are ; who got the money and why. 

Mr. Weisman. May I reply. Senator? 

The Chairman. Can’t we do that ? 

Mr. Weisman. Senator, I want you to know the facts. You were 
very kind to send me a copy of tble letter you sent to Mr. Traub, and 
asked me to prepare a brief for you. I did, and I delivered it. 

Mr. Simon. In order that the record may be clear, may we now 
insert in the record, Senator, a copy of your letter to Mr. Traub of 
September 15, 1954, and a copy oi Mr. Weisman’s brief, which was 
submitted to you on Friday, giving his objections to 

The Chairman. The record will show that on September 15, 1954, 
from Chicago, that 1 wrote Mr. Traub and sent a copy to his attorney, 
Mr. Weisman. 
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Mr. Weisman. Milton C. You sent it to the Wrong^ lawyer, but I 
linahy 

The Chairman. We sent it to Herman. You are not Herman? 

Mr. Weisman. I am not Herman. I never saw him, I don’t know 
him, and I don’t know how he got mixed up with me. 

The Chairman. We were in Chicago holding hearings. This is not 
the first mistake I have made since 1892. 

Mr. Weisman. I congratulate you, Senator. 

The Chairman. We will make this letter a part of the record and 
also the brief in answer to that. In substance what I said in the letter 
was we are subpenaing Mr. Traub and his records and books for this 
morning at 10 o’clock, and told you in the letter that if you objected to 
that, that we would be very happy to have you file a brief setting forth 
your viewpoint as to why we were not entitled to books under certain 
conditions. 

Now we will place the letter in the record and also your brief. It 
is entitled “United States Senate. Hearing Held Before Committee on 
Banking and Currency. Memorandum of Objections to Subpena 
Duces Tecum. Milton C. Weisman, Attorney for Abraham Traub, 
1501 Broadway, New York, N. Y.” 

We will now make that part of the record. 

(The information referred to follows :) 


Chicago, III., Septemher 15, 195 J^. 

Mr. Abraham Traub, 

Brooklyn, N, Y. 

Dear Mr. Traub : You were previously served witli a subi>ena duces tecum to 
produce certain books and records before a session of this committee in Wash- 
ington, D. C., on September 7, 19.'54, in room F—41 of the Capitol. At that hearing, 
jou were permitted to retain the books and records covered by the subpena but, 
1 am informed, you and the documents remained subject to subpena. 

I am advised that many difficulties have arisen in connection with the efforts 
of our staff to determine the disposition of large sums of money, apparently 
(lowing through your hands and apparently related to clients of yours having 
extensive dealings with FHA. 

You are hereby directed to appear on September 27, 1954, in the north ballroom 
of the Astor Hotel, Broadway and 45th Streets, New York, N. Y., at 10 a. m., 
with all the books and records called for by the foregoing subpena. 

I personally will be in New York at that time and will rule on any requests or 
motions which you or your attorney may wish to make with respect to the 
opportunity for the staff of this committee to have a reasonable opportunity to 
examine those books. 

To protect the record, I am issuing a second subpena, calling for the same 
documents at the time and place above described ; but this second subpena 
is intended only to make certain that the necessary process has been issued 
to compel your attendance in the production of those documents at that time 
and place. This will be a public hearing at which there will be at least a 
preliminary interrogation with respect to the records, although I am informed 
we may not be able to complete the interrogation until there has been further 
study of the records. 

If you or your attorney wish to present any motions or legal arguments, I 
ask that they be submitted in memorandum form prior to 12 noon, Saturday, 
September 25, 1954. These may be directed to me at my office in Washington, 
D. C., through 5 p. m. Friday, September 24, 1954, or at the Astor Hotel, New 
York, on Saturday morning, Sejjtepiber, 25, 1954. The advanced submission of 
this memorandum will permit mfe'td rule on such motions promptly at 10 a. m., 
September 27, 1954, in order that we may then proceed without delay with our 
public hearing. 

Yours very truly, 


IlOMKR E. Cacehart, Chairman. 
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Memobandum op OBjrx^oNs TO SUBPENAs Duces 'Pecum 

This memorandum is submitted in response to the kind invitation of Senator : 
Capehart to submit, in memorandum form, the objections which Mr. Abraham 
Traub wishes to raise to the subpenas duces tecum served upon him by thig 
committee. 

Although it is and always has been the intention of Mr. Traub to cooperate 
fully with the Committee on Banking and Currency of the United States Senate 
in its investigation of the Federal Housing Administration, he respectfully 
submits that he cannot, and should not, be asked to comply with either of the 
subpenas duces tecum served on him, since their reach extends far beyond the 
scope of any investigation of that agency or of the public-housing program. 

Before discussing the specific legal objections which Mr. Traub wislies to 
raise to these subpenas, it would clarify the record to summarize briefly the 
facts to date and the efforts which Mr. Traub has made to assist this committee 
in the very important and significant work it is performing. 

There can be no question of the value to the country of the full investigation 
of the public-housing program. Such an investigation .should prove an indis- 
pensable and invaluable adjunct to Congress, both in detecting executive abuses 
of past legislation and in forming new legislation in connection with public- 
housing program. The qualifications of this committee to conduct such au 
investigation are known and respected by all. Furthermore, the caliber of the 
membership of the committee insures that in any investigation it conducts the 
rights of individual witnesses will be respected. 

In recognition of all these facts Mr. Traub has, without reservation, co- 
operated with tlie investigation of the committee and has made complete dis- 
closure of all his affairs insofar as they relate to the public-housing program. 
He has, however, consistently taken the position that insofar as his private 
affairs and those of his clients did not relate to the housing program, they were 
btJyond the reach of this investigation. Such difliciilties as have arisen between 
him and tlie staff of the committee, despite Mr. Traub’s sim'ere efforts to 
cooperate in this investigation, have been due to the insistence of the commit- 
tee staff upon going beyond the legitimate limits of an investigation into public 
housing. 

Mr. Traub’s original contact with this committee was a completely voluntnry 
one. On his own volition he presented himself to the committee in place of a 
former client of his who was seriously injured. He did this because neither 
he, nor his client, had anything to conceal in relation to the public-housing 
program. He supplemented the information he had supplied on the original 
interview by additional written data, for which he received the thanks of this 
committee. 

Subsequently, at the request of this committee, he agreed to make all his 
books and records available insofar as they were relevant to the matters being 
investigated by the committee to the committee’s staff. The exact terms upon 
which he made these books and records available, as incorporated in a memo- 
randum made by his counsel at the time, were as follows : 

“1. Without regard to the various claims by each party ns to what was to be 
the scope of the examination of Mr. Traub’s books, your committee now takes 
the position that the scope of the examination of the books shall be with rela- 
tion to Farragut Gardens or any other FHA project with relation to which 
Traub was the lawyer or had an interest. 

“2. For the foregoing purposes, specifically excluding anything in the said 
books which does not relate to the foregoing, the books are to be made fully 
availalde to you by Traub. 

“3. Before your examiners leave, all notations made by them from the books 
will be exhibited to us so that we will be in a po.sition to testify, if tailed upon, 
that no information has been taken therefrom with relation to other clients or 
their private matters not concerned with FHA. 

“4. If any such notations include any of the exclusions noted in paragraph 
‘3,’ they are to be deleted unless these notations relate to FHA projects. 

“5. We are to have the right, at our expense aud without delaying you, to make 
photostats or copies of the notes* made by your examiners which have been 
exhibited to us.” 

Pursuant to this agreement Mr. Traub’s books and records were fully ex- 
amined in the ofllce of his attorneys by as many as six people at the time over a 
period of approximately 2 weeks. No difficulties arose on such examination and 
the committee received full cooperation from Mr. Traub and his attorney, 
Milton C. Weisman. 
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After further interrogation on August 25 and August 26, 1954, Mr. Tt-aub 
served with a subpena duces tecum returnable September 7, 1954, demanNd- 
Inff all his books and records and those of his law firm, without limitation. 
On the return date of that subpena Mr. Traub took the same position as he had 
nreviously, that he was willing to make available whatever was relevant to 
this fominittee’s investigation, consonant with his obligations to his clients, 
hut that he could not turn over material, not relevant, without violating his 
obligations to his clients. Senator Beall, who was sitting as a quorum of one 
of this committee on the return date, respected Mr. Traub’s objections. He said : 

•'I don’t feel as if I, sitting as a committee of one, should insist that those 
records be kept here. I don’t think it is the intention of the committee. The 
iuteiition of this committee is to take testimony, and I feel as if I am going 
beyond any responsibility in insisting that the records be kept here. 

‘‘1 would hope that Mr. Weisman would leave them here, but if he feels, in 
the interest «)f his clients, then certainly it is the duty to protect the interests 
of his clients, and if they don't want to leave them here, I won’t insist that they 
stay here.” (Transcript, p. 10,637.) 

It was agreed that the inspection of the books and records would continue 
as before with the committee’s staff making available to Mr. Traub copies of 
the material excerpted from his books and records. 

However, the staff of this committee, upon resuming the inspection of Mr. 
Traub’s records, refused to permit a representative of Mr. Traub to be present 
at such inspection to assure the privacy of matters unrelated to public housing 
and refused to permit Mr. Traub to have copies of the material excerpted. Mr. 
Traub’s counsel therefore terminated the inspection. 

Now Mr. Traub has been served with a second subpena dues tecum which is 
Identical with that made returnable on September 7, lOfil, and which, like the 
first, is a blanket demand for all his books and records and those of his law 
firm for the last 7 years. 

From the insistence upon inspecting all Mr. Traub’s records, both relevant and 
Irrelevant to an investigation of the iniblic-housing program and from other 
facts, the inference suggests itself that the staff of this committee is no longer 
interested solely in investigating the Federal Housing Administration or the 
public-housing program, but is determined to “get” Mr. Traub or his clients 
and for that purpose is wrongfully attempting to use the broad investigative 
powers of a senatorial committee to do a policeman’s, or a tax collector’s job. 

Under these circumstances Mr. Traub, in fairness to himself and to his clients, 
despite his desire to cooperate to the fullest in this committee’s investigation of 
the housing program, must insist that the inquiry as to him and as to the affairs 
of his clients be limited to matters directly relevant to the legislative inquiry 
being conducted and not encompass every facet of his business life. 

We believe the record we have recited above shows conclusively, despite vari- 
ous statements made at various times by persons not fully acquainted with it, 
that Mr. Traub at all times has attempted to assist the committee in its legitimate 
inquiry, and tbat whatever difficulties have arisen have only arisen when the 
committee staff has tried to push the investigation beyond its proper limits. 

Mr. Traub respectfully submits that both the' subpena duces tecum originally 
served upon him and the duplicate made returnable September 27, 1954, repre- 
sent an extension beyond all proper limits of the inquiry now being conducted 
by this committee into the public-housing program. For this reason Mr. Traub 
respectfully objects to both subpenas and requests a ruling by a quorum of at 
least one-lhird of this committee on his <»bjections. He respectKilly submits that 
Senator Beall has already indicated that he also believes that a quorum of one 
is not intended to do anything except take sworn testimony, and, consequently, 
Is not Competent to rule upon Mr. Traub’s objections nor t«) require him to pro- 
duce his books and records over such objections. It is resi)ectfully submitted 
that Senator Beall cannot be overruled except by a full committee. 

The objections to the subpena duces tecum upon which Mr. Traub requests 
a ruling by the full committee are : 

1. The subpena made returnable Monday, September 27, 1954, was improperly 
issued in view of the fact that the subpena made returnable September 7, 1954, 
^as still outstanding and had not been quashed or terminated in any way. 

2. The subpenas are in violation of the fourth amendment to the Constitu- 
tion in that they constitute an unreasonable search and seizure. 

3. Both subpenas are improperly drawn because they fail to set forth what 
the subject matter under consideration by the committee is as to which Mr. 
Ixaub’s records are deemed pertinent. 
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4. The subpenas are improper on their face because they call for materl- 
which clearly is not pertinent to any inquiry now being conducted by th 
committee. 

5. The subpenas are improper on their face and cannot be complied with b 
cause- they call for the revelation of confidential communications between (u 
attorney and his client. 

As earlier stated herein, it is our position that these objections cannot be ral 
on by a single Senator sitting as a quorum of one. It is further our position th 
the power given a single Senator sitting as a quorum of a standing coinmittr 
to take sworn testimony does not include the right to sequester books an 
records and that consequently unless a quorum of one-third or more of the com 
mittee is present on the return date of the subpena, September 27, 19^, bh 
Traub cannot be compelled to produce and leave behind the books, records, and 
papers called for by the subpena. 

THE SECOND SUBPENA DUCES TECUM WAS IMPROPERLY ISSUED 

Before discussing Mr. Traub’s substantive objections to the subpenas served 
upon him we should like to take up briefly the reasons why we think the second 
fiubpena duces tecum served upon Mr. Traub and made returnable September 
27, 1954, is entirely improper and should be quashed. 

As we stated earlier, Mr. Traub was originally served with a subpena which 
was made returnable on Tuesday, September 7, 1954. At the appointed time 
he appeared with his counsel at the place fixed by the subpena and there found 
Senator Beall sitting as a quorum of one for the purpose of taking sworn 
testimony. Mr. Traub’s attorney thereupon raised various objections to the 
subpena. At the conclusion of the hearing Senator Beall stated that, sitting 
as a committee of one, he did not think it proper for him to rule on these 
objections, and ruled that Mr. Traub’s books need not be left. Notwithstanding 
this, Mr. Weisman, Mr. Traub’s attorney, to demonstrate Mf. Traub’s willing- 
ness to cooperate, agreed to make all relevant material called for available in 
New York under such circumstances as would protect Mr. Traub’s rights and 
th.e rights of his clients and those of his law firm. The subpena was not 
quashed. Counsel for the committee specifically stated that it was not being 
released or discharged. ( Transcript, p. 10638. ) 

With this subpena still outstanding, a second subpena, duplicating it, has 
been issued, returnable Monday, September 27, 1954, at a committee hearing. 
At that hearing Senator Capehart presumably will be sitting as a quorum oi 
one. 

It needs no attenuation of argument to demonstrate that it is inconsistent 
with lawful and proper procedure for an identical second subpena to be issued 
when there is issued and outstanding another first subpena, to which objections 
have been raised, and which objections have been sustained to the propriety, 
and final consideration thereof reserved for the committee, as distinguished 
from one member. 

This multiplicity of subpenas suggests a lack of cooperation on the part of 
the witness which is completely contrary to the facts. On the contrary, baa 
the witness wished not to cooperate with the committee he would not have 
offered to make available to it, under conditions which would respect his rights, 
all relevant and pertinent material. 

The committee staff, however, has refused to recognize the limits placed upon 
the offer and has, therefore, made it impossible to carry out the offer, gratui- 
tously made by Mr. Traub before Senator Beall. 

The proper procedure would now, seem to be for the committee to take up 
the original objections made to the subpena on which Mr. Traub has aot 
had a ruling. Instead, the staff of the committee issues a second subpena, while 
keeping the first ^ive, thereby building a record of recalcitrance and lack oi 
cooperation as to which there is no basis in fact. 

The second subpena should be quashed as improperly issued and the om 
subpena which should be considered as properly before the committee is the 
first subpena, previously considered by Senator Beall and now outstanding. 

Furthermore, in ruling upon the objections made by Mr. Traub to that suu* 
pena, cognizance should be taken of the position already taken by Senator 
Beall in reference thereto. 
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II 

thb subpenas constitute an unreasonable search and seisure tn violation of 

THE FOURTH AMENDMENT 

We respectfully submit and urge that each of the two subpenas served on Mr. 
Traub constitute a constructive “search and seizure” in violation of the fourth 
ainendnient and are absolutely and fundamentally illegal. If we are nevertheless 
directed by this committee to comply with these subpenas and do so under penalty 
of indictment for contempt, we herewith advise the committee that we shall con- 
tinue to so contend in any further proceedings in which there is any attempt to 
use the books, papers, and records produced under these subpenas by compulsion 
of this committee, and shall move to quash such proceedings upon the ground 
that such evidence was illegally obtained in violation of our constitutional rights. 

There can be no question that these subpenas violate the fourth amendment 
and amount to an illegal general search warrant. As a matter of fact, they could 
not be drawn in broader terms or more violative terms. Each subpena calls for 
every single book and record “referring to or relating to” any (meaning all) 
payment received or disbursinuent made by either Mr. Traub or by his law firm for 
the last 7 years. There is no limitation in either subpena ; it is not limited to 
the books and records relevant to the inquiry. On the contrary, the subpenas are 
deliberately drafted so as to call for everything, relevant and irrelevant. They 
specifically provide that the material to he produced is “including but not limited 
to” the particularized items. Paraphrased, the subpena.^ require the production 
of “all books and records, relevant and irrelevant, including but not limited to 
the relevant books and records.” 

Under these subpenas Mr. Traub is required to produce every book in his office 
evidencing the basis upon which either he or his firm has received any payment or 
authorized any disbursement in the last 7 years. It does not matter to what such 
payment relates or for what purpose the disbursements were made. The only 
standard is whether or not the payment or disbursement was made subsequent to 
January 1, 1948. 

These subpenas require Mr. Traub to reveal the affairs of all the clients of his 
law firm regardless of whether they came to consult him or one of his associates 
on matrimonial diflficulties, or other personal matters, on ordinary business deals, 
or whatever. There can be no question that these dragnet subpenas reach mat- 
ters completely unrelated to the Federal Housing Administration or to the public- 
housing program. 

We are not dealing here with a corporation existing by grace of the legislature 
or with corporate books or records. We are concerned here with private persons 
only. As this committee knows, only an individual can practice law. The firm of 
Dreyer & Traub is a firm of individuals engaged in the practice of law. Mr. 
Traub and they are entitled to the full protection of the fourth amendment. They 
cannot, consonant with our constitutional system, be subjected to a search of 
their personal papers in the hope of securing evidence of some infraction of the 
law under the guise of legislative inquiry. It seems clear that this is what is 
Intended here. If the staff of the committee was interested solely in an investiga- 
tion of matters within the jurisdiction of this committee, it could easily have 
limited its subpenas to matters pertinent to the inquiry now being conducted. It 
chose not to do so after their attention was called to the vice of the subpena. 
Instead, disregarding all constitutional limitations, it drafted and issued a broad 
subpena to fish up everything in the possession of either Mr. Traub or of the law 

firm of Dreyer & Traub, regardless of its relevancy or joertinency to the present 
inquiry. 

We submit that this committee cannot constitutionally enforce these subpenas 
against Mr. Traub. If it uses its great powers to do so it will be participating 
in exactly the kind of invasion of personal liberty and privacy which the fourth 
amendment was designed to prohibit. We cannot believe that this committee, 
composed as it is of men distinguished for their devotion to the highest ideals 
of our country, would lend itself to any encroachment on the rights guaranteed 
by our Constitution. We are confident that this committee will not compel Mr. 
Traub to comply with the general warrant issued by its welldntentioned but 
mistakenly overzealous staff. 

50690 — 64 — pt. 4 17 
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A. The compulsory production ty suJ>pena or other means of all a man's prk;i^ 
papers is prohibited by the fourth amendment 

The exhaustive history of the fourth amendment contained in Boyd v. 

States (116 U. S. 616) conclusively shows that it was designed to prevent the 
compulsory extortion by whatever means of a man’s private papers for the pm. 
poses of a general search. 

As the Supreme Court there i>oints out (116 U. S. at pp. 625-627), the con. 
<jept of what constitutes an unreasonable search and seizure in the minds of the 
draftees of our Constitution is that expressed in a leading British case dealing 
with the forcible seizure of private papers through the use of a general warrant 
(Entick V. Carrington and Three Other Kings Messengers, 19 Howell’s State 
Trials 1019). 

In that case Lord Camden declared that one’s papers are his dearest property, 
showed that the law of England did not authorize a search of private papers to 
help forward conviction even in cases of most atrocious crimes, and said 
(p. 1073) : 

“Whether this proceedeth from the gentleness of the law towards criminals, 
or from a consideration that such a power would be more pernicious to the inno^ 
cent than useful to the public, I will not say. It is very certain, that the law 
obligeth no man to accuse himself; because the necessary means of compelling 
self-accusation, falling upon the innocent as well as the guilty, would be both 
cruel and unjust ; and it should seem, that search for evidence is disallowed upon 
the same principle. There, too, the innocent would be confounded with the 
guilty.” 

As the Supreme Court opinion in the Boyd case goes on to indicate, the prin- 
ciples underlying the British judgment apply equally to any invasion of a man’s 
privacy by whatever means. The substance of the offense is the compulsory pro- 
duction of a man’s private pai>ers whether by search warrant, subpena or statu- 
tory compulsion. The Boyd opinion reads (116 U. S. at p. 630) : 

“The principles laid down in this opinion affect the very essence of constitu- 
tional liberty and security. They reach farther than the concrete form of the 
case when before the court, with its adventitious circumstances ; they apply to all 
invasions on the part of the Government and its employees of the sanctity of a 
man’s home and the privacies of life. It is not the breaking of his doors, and the 
rummaging of his drawers, that constitutes the essence of the offense, but it is 
the invasion of his indefeasible right of personal security, personal liberty, and 
private property, where that right has never been forfeited by his conviction of 
some public offense, it is the invasion of this sacred right which underlies and 
constitutes the essence of Lord Camden’s judgment. Breaking into a house and 
opening boxes and drawers are circumstances of aggravation ; but any forcible 
and compulsory extortion of a man’s own testimony or of his private papers to be 
used as evidence to convict him of crime or to forfeit his goods, is within the con- 
demnation of that judgment.” 

Upon the basis of these principles the Court went on to hold that a law requir- 
ing the production of private books, invoices, or records, on pain of treating tlieir 
nonproduction as a confession of allegations in a criminal case, was unconstitu- 
tional and void. 

Upon the basis of these same principles the Supreme Court, 20 years later, held 
a subpena duces tecum to be in violation of the fourth amendment (Hale v. 
Henkel, 201 U. S. 43). The Court there said at i>ages 76-77 ; 

“We are also of opinion that an order for the production of books and papers 
may constitute an unreasonable search and seizure within the fourth amend- 
ment. While a search ordinarily implies a quest by an oflBicer of the law, and a 
seizure contemplates a forcible dispossession of the owner, stUl, as was held in 
the Boyd case, the substance of the offense is the compulsory production of 
private i>apers, whether under a search warrant or a subpena duces tecum, 
against which the person, be he individual or corporation, is entitled to protec- 
tion. Applying the case, we think the subpena duces tecum is far too sweeping 
in its terms to be regarded as reasonable. It does not require the production 
of a single contract, or of contracts with a particular corporation, or a limited 
number of documents, but all .understandings, contracts or correspondence 
between the MacAndrews & Forbes* Co., and no less than 6 different companies, 
a.s well as all reports made, and .'iccounts rendered by such companies from the 
date of tlie organization of the MacAndrews & Forbes Co., a.s well as all letters 
received by that company since its organization from more than a dozen different 
companies, situated in 7 different States in the Union. 
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"Tf the writ had required the production of all the books, papers, and docu- 
mpnts found in the office of the MacAndrews & Forbes Co., it would scarcely 
hi more universal in its operation, or more completely put to a stop to the 
hLn^s of that company. Indeed, it is difficult to say how its business could be 
nrried on after it had been denuded of this mass of material, which is not 
Bhnwn to be necessary in the prosecution of this case, and is clearly in viola- 
Hon of the general principle of law with regard to the particularity required 
In the description of documents necessary to a search warrant or subpena. 
Doubtless many, if not all, of Ihese documents may ultimately be required, 
hut some necessity should be shown, either from an examination of the witnesses 
orally or from the known transactions of these companies with the othCT com- 
nanies implicated, or some evidence of their materiality produced, to justify 
^ order for the production of such a mass of paper. A general subpena of this 
description is equally indefensible as a search warrant would be if couched ht 
similar terms.” 

Just as the Supreme Court had refused to allow a general subpena to search 
out all a corporation’s records, so in Federal Trade Commission v. American 
Tobacco Company (264 U. S. 298), it refused to permit by reason of constitutional 
interdiction an administrative agency to compel disclosure of all a corporation's 
books and papers. In that case the Federal Trade Commission, pursuant to 
authority given it by Congress to investigate the affairs of corporations engaged 
in commerce sought to compel the American Tobacco Co. and the P. Lorillard 
Co. to exhibit to it all letters and telegrams received or sent by each company 
during 1921 and also to require the latter company to exhibit certain other 
material. The Federal Trade Commission predicated its demand on the right 
given it to investigate unfair practices in interstate matters. The Supreme 
Ck)urt of the United States refused to compel disclosure of the records sought 
by the Federal Trade Commission. It said (264 U. S. at pp. 305-307) : 

“* * ♦ Anyone who respects the spirit as well as the letter of the fourth 
amendment would be loath to believe that Congress intended to authorize one 
of its subordinate agencies to sweep all our traditions into the fire {Interstate 
Commerce Commission v. Brim son, 154 U. S. 447, 479), and to direct fishing 
expeditions into private papers on the possibility that they may disclose evidence 
of crime. We do not discuss the question whether it could do so if it tried, as 
nothing short of the most explicit language would induce us to attribute to Con- 
gress that intent. The interruption of business, the possible revelation of trade 
secrets, and the expense that compliance with the Commission’s wholesale 
demand would cause are the least considerations. It is contrary to the first 
principles of justice to allow a search through all the respondents’ records, 
relevant or irrelevant, in the hope that something will turn up. ♦ ♦ ♦ 

♦ A general subpena in the form of these petitions would be bad. Some 
evidence of the materiality of the papers demanded must be produced {Hale v. 
Henkel, 201 U. S. 43, 77). * * ♦ 

"The demand was not only general but extended to the records and cor- 
respondence concerning business done wholly within the State. This is made 
a distinct ground of objection. We assume for present puriwses that even 
some part of the presumably large mass of papers relating only to intrastate 
business may be so connected with charges of unfair competition in interstate 
matters as to be relevant {8taH07'd v. Wallace, 258 U. S. 495, 520, 521), but that 
po.ssibility does not warrant a demand for the whole. * * *” 

See also Silverthome Lumber Co. v. United States (251 U. S. 385) ; Okla. PreS 9 
Pub. Co. V. Walling (327 U. S. 186) . 

As these cases show, the Supreme Court has consistently held that the fourth 
amendment will not permit an unlimited search through private papers or their 
compulsory production for that purpose. 


H. Congress, like the courts, is bound by the fourth amendment 

There can be no question that the fourth amendment applies with the same 
force and effect to legislative action as to executive or judicial action {NeUon y. 
United States 208 F. 2d 505 (C. A. D. C.), certiorari denied, 346 U. S. 827). 

In that case a mem-ber of the staff of the Senate’s Special Committee to In- 
vestigate Crime in Interstate Commerce accompanied a witness to his home and 
tliere took certain papers from him. The Court of Appeals for the District of 
Columbia held that the material had been taken in violation of the witness’ rights 
and should have been suppressed. It said (208 F. 2d at p. 513) ; 

"Though a court can no more enjoin a congressional committee from making 
an unconstitutional search and seizure than it can enjoin Congress from passing 
an unconstitutional bill, a court does have the power and duty to deny legal 
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effect to either in an action before it. The fourth amendment exempts no brancjj ’ 
of the Federal Government from the commandment that ‘The right of the people 
to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects, against unreasonable 
searches and seizures, shall not be violated * ♦ This constitutional gim. 
anty applies with equal force to executive, legislative, and judicial action." 

<7. The auhpenas here involved hy indiaci'iminately requiring the production of ojj 
books and records, both relevant and irrelevant, violate the fourth amem. 
ment 

As we have shown, the fourth amendment applies to the compulsory proflnction 
of private papers, whether compelled by physical force or legal procedure, and 
whether by executive, judicial or legislative action. 

It is well settled by the authorities cited earlier (Hale v. Henkel, supra; Fed- 
eral Trade Commission v. America Tobacco Co., supra; Okla. Press Pub. Oo.y, 
Walling, supra) that a general subpena calling for documents so broadly and 
indefinitely as to approach the character of a general warrant violates the 
fourth amendment 

The subpenas served upon Mr. Traub fall squarely within this category. Like 
the subpena in Hale v. Henkel, supra, each “is far too sweeping in its terms toba 
regarded as reasonable.” They are not directed to the books and records relat- 
ing to clients engaged in some aspect of the public housing program, or to 
expenditures or payments in connection with such program, but call for every 
book and record of Mr. Traub and his law firm for the last 7 years. As the 
Supreme Court said in Hale v. Henkel, “some necessity should be shown • ♦ ♦ 
or some evidence of their materiality produced, to justify an order for the pro- 
duction of such a mass of papers” (201 U. S. at pp. 70-77) . 

D. The subpenas violate the constitutional rights of TrauVs partners 

The subpenas served on Mr. Traub violate not only his rights under the fourth 
amendment but also those of his partners. They call on him to produce not 
only all his personal papers but also all the papers of the law firm of which he 
is a member. For that reason they constitute an unreasonable search and seizure 
as to each one of Mr. Traub’s partners (In re Subpena Duces Tecum, 81 P. 
Supp. 418 (N. D. Cal.) ). 

E. Any books or records produced under compulsion of these subpenas vM U 

unavailable to the Government in any future proceeding because secured 
through an illegal search and seizure. 

This committee has the power to compel Mr. Traub to produce the books and 
records called for by the subpena. If it orders him to produce them he will 
have no alternative but to do so or run the risk of a possible, jail sentence and 
fine. Sanctions of this character fall with peculiar severity on a member of 
the bar who all his life had had the respect of his community. 

If this committee secures Mr. Traub’s books and records in violation of hla 
constitutional rights by directing their production, on pain of contempt pro- 
ceedings if the direction is not met, its possession of these records will be no 
different from possession secured by any other type of unreasonable search and 
seizure. 

If there should be any attempt to use these records against Mr. Traub in any 
isubsequent judicial proceeding, Mr. Traub will move for their suppression as 
the fruits of an illegal search and seizure. His right to do so is firmly estab- 
lished in the law (United States v. Lefkowitz, 285 U. S. 452; Weeks v. United 
States, 232 U. S. 383; Silverthome Lumber Co. v. United States, 251 U. S. 386; 
McDo'nald v. United States, 335 U. S. 4^1; Nelson v. United States, supra). 

As the Supreme Court said in a recent opinion directing the suppression of 
evidence illegally gathered in violation of the fourth amendment (McDonald v- 

United States, supra, at p. 463) : 

“This guaranty of protection against unreasonable searches and seizures 
extends to the innocent and the guilty alike. It marks the right of privacy as 
one of the unique values of our civilization and, with few exceptions, stays the 
hands of the police unless they have a search w^arrant issued by a magistrate on 
probable cause supported by oath, or affirmation. And the law provides as a 
sanction against the flouting of this constitutional safeguard the suppression 
of evidence secured as a result of the violation, when it is tendered in a Federal 

court.” ,, 

We do not believe, however, that it will ever be necessary for Mr. Traub to sees 

to suppress any material gathered by this committee as in violation of his 
constitutional rights, because we do not think this committee would take any 
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r.Hon that would raise a constitutional question. We know that Congi^ss is as 
!wire as are the courts of the importance of preserving our constitutional rights 
nL Duivileges against even the best intended encroachment. 

As^the Supreme Court of the United States said in Oouled v. United States 
U S 298, 303-304), in discussing the fourth and fifth amendments : 
would not be possible to add to the emphasis with which the framers of our 
Ponstitution and this Court (in Boi/d v. United States, 116 U. S. 616, in Weeks v. 
VniteH States, 232 U. S, 383, and in Silverthorne Lumber Co. v. United States, 
261 U S. 385) have declared the importance to political liberty and to the welfare 
of our country of the due observance of tbe rights guaranteed under the Con- 
stitution by these two amendments. The effect of the decisions cited is : That 
such rights are declared to be indispensable to the ‘full enjoyment of personal 
security, personal liberty, and private pwperty’ ; that they are to be regarded 
as of the very essence of constitutional liberty ; and that the guaranty of them 
I is as important and as imperative as are the guaranties of the other funda- 
i mental rights of the individual citizen — the right to trial by jury, to the writ 
of habeas corpus and to due pix)cess of law. It has been repeatedly decided 
that these amendments should receive a liberal construction, so as to prevent 
stealthy encroachment upon or ‘gradual depreciation’ of the rights secured by 
them, by imperceptible practice of courts or by well-intentioned but mistak- 
enly overzealous executive officers.” 

Ill 

THE SUBPENA8 ARE BAD BECAUSE THEY CALL FOR BOOKS AND RECORDS WHICH ARE 
NOT PERTINENT TO ANY INVESTIGATION BEING CONDUCTED IN AID OF LEGISLATION 

It is impossible from the face of the subpenas to ascertain in reference to what 
inquiry now being conducted by this committee Mr. Traub’s testimony and the 
books and records are being sought. The subpenas provide only that he is re- 
quired to testify as to what he ‘‘may know relative to the subject matters under 
consideration by said committee.” For reasons set forth at length below, Mr, 
Traub respectfully submits that a subpena in this form is bad, and that a 
subpena must specify the legislative inquiry as to which his testimony is desired. 

Passing this point, however, and assuming that the ‘‘subject matters under 
consideration by said committee” are those embraced within the general juris- 
diction of this committee as a standing committee, the records called for by 
the subpenas clearly contain much which is in no way pertinent to any of the 
subjects within the jurisdiction of this committee. The obligation does not 
rest upon Mr, Trauh to cull the bad from the good in the subpenas. Since the 
subpenas call for much that is irrelevant and not pertinent to any legislative in- 
quiry, Mr. Traub has the right to withhold the records requested. Unless there 
is some legislative inquiry to which Mr. Tranb’s private affairs are fiertinent, 
his right to be exempt from any disclosure of his personal and private affairs 
must be respected. 

i. The subpenas are fatally defective in failing to specify what legislative inquiry 
is being conducted to which testimony and Records are pertinent 

Neither subpena addressed to Mr. Traub advises him as to what legislative 
inquiry his testimony and his books and records are deemed to be pertinent. 

As the courts of this country have repeatedly recognized, ‘‘* ♦ * a witness 
rightfully may refuse to answer ♦ * ♦ where the questions asked are not per- 
tinent to the matter under inquiry.” Sinclair v. United States 279 U. S. 263, 
2t»2.) 

Obviously^ however, a witness may exercise this right only where he is advised 
what is the subject matter of the inquiry. Otherwise he has no way of deter- 
mining whether or not the evidence he is required to produce is pertinent. At 
best, a witness who wishes to protect himself against unjustified invasions of 
his right of privacy acts at his peril in refusing to answer on ground of lack 
of pertinency, since an error will place him in jail. Where, however, the com- 
mittee does not even advise the witness to what inquiry his testimony is per- 
tinent, it makes a complete sham and mockery of the witness’ inalienable right 
to resist unwarranted invasions of his privacy. It is against the first principles 
of justice to permit a legislative body to withhold from the witness the informa- 
tion he requires for his protection. 

There can be no question that Mr. Traub is required to answer any questions 
or to produce any records pertinent to a proper legislative inquiry being conducted 
by this committee. There can equally be no question that Mr. Traub has the right 
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to withhold from the scrutiny of this committee (which means scrutiny by even 
iiewspaper, radio, and television station in this country) his privte boolisaiij 
records which in no way bear ui>on any proper legislative Inquiry. Mr. 
is entitled, therefore, to have the subpena addressed to him set forth specIflcaS 
what the inquiry being conducted by this committee is so that he can prop^h 
prepare his testimony in advance and determine what he is entitled to witWiiJ 
^s not pertinent. 

It is no answer to say that Mr. Traub is able by guesswork or inference to 
termine what the inquiry is about. A witness should not have to go to the 
newspapers to determine the facts essential to the assertion by him of big coj. 
stitutional rights. He is entitled to know and to have stated on the face of tl« 
subpena what inquiry is being conducted by the committee as to which hij 
testimony and the evidence required from him is deemed to be relevant. Itjj 
respectfully submitted that these subpenas are fatally defective for failing to 
do so. 

B. The suhpenaa call for material not pcn'tinent to any inquiry now being co«. 
ducted by this committee 

In view of the fact that the subpenas fail to specify what subject matter ig 
under consideration by this committee, it must be guessed at by reference to 
the public press, to previous interrogations of Mr. Traub by members of the 
committee staff, and by reference to the known jurisdiction of this committee. 

The Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946 includes within the jurisdiction 
of this committee the subjects, Public and Private Housing and Financial Aid 
to Commerce and Industry, not assigned elsewhere. From the newspaper reporta 
on the current hearings being conducted by this committee and from the character 
of the questions previously addressed to Mr. Traub, it is assumed that the sub- 
ject matter now under consideration by this committee falls within “Public and 
private housing” and relates specifically to the Federal Housing Administra- 
tion. 

The subpenas addressed to Mr. Traub, however, are not confined to books and 
records pertinent to an investigation of public and private housing but embrace 
all the books and records of him and of his firm. As we have pointed out earlier 
herein, the subpenas ask for records as to payments and disbursements that have 
no relationship to, and are not concerned with, anyone having any connection 
with public and private housing. On their face the subpenas clearly call for 
papers entirely irrelevant to any inquiry into public and private housing and 
which cannot be pertinent to such an inquiry. 

As we pointed out earlier herein. Congress does not have the right to roam 
at will among an individual’s private papers. As Justice Brandies, dissenting 
in Olmstead v. United States (277 U. S. 438, 478-479), said : 

“The makers of our Constitution undertook to secure conditions favorable to 
the pursuit of happiness. They recognized the significance of man’s spiritual 
nature, of his feelings, and of his intellect. They knew that only a part of the 
pain, pleasure, and satisfactions of life are to be found in material things. 
They sought to protect Americans in their beliefs, their thoughts, their emotions, 
and their sensations. They conferred, as against the Government, the right to be 
let alone — the most comprehensive of rights and the right most valued by civil* 
ized men. To protect that right, every unjustifiable intrusion by the Government 
upon the privacy of the individual, whatever the means employed, must be deemed 
a violation of the fourth amendment.” 

There can be no greater invasion of the right of privacy of an individual at 
this time than to be called before a congressional investigating committee and 
to be placed under scrutiny by the entire country. The newspapers, the radio, 
television, and newsreels combine to broadcast the name and face of witnesses 
before such a committee to every corner of the United States. The very fact of 
the inquiry itself subjects such witnesses to public suspicion. 

The limits placed on a legislative inquiry are firmly laid down in the decisions 
of the United States Supreme Court. It has been settled law in this country 
since Kilboume v. Thompson (103 U. S. 168), that Congress may not conduct 
an investigation into the personal affairs of individuals unrelated to any legis- 
lative purpose. In that case the Court held that a resolution of the House of 
Representatives authorizing the investigation of a real-estate pool was in excess 
of the power conferred on that body by the Constitution, and that the committee 
established by that resolution had no right to compel witnesses to testify before 
it as to their private affairs nor to punish them for contempt for failing to so 
testify. 
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I The Supreme Court has only sustained the right of Congress to investigate 
fhe private affairs of individuals where such inquiry is pertinent to some legiti- 
mate function of Congress. In McGrain v. Daugherty (273 U. S. 135), the 
Supreme Court summarized the law on this point as follows : 

"While these cases are not decisive of the question we are considering, they 
definitely settle two propositions which we recognize as entirely sound and 
having a bearing on its solution : One, that the two Houses of Congress, in their 
separate relations, possess not only such powers as are expressly granted to 
them by the Constitution, but such auxiliary powers as are necessary and 
appropriate to make the express powers effective; and, the other, that neither 
House is invested with ‘general’ power to inquire into private affairs and compel 
disclosures, but only with such limited power of inquiry as is shown to exist 
when the rule of constitutional interpretation just stated is rightly applied.” 
Applying these principles to the matter before them, which was whether a 
witness was within his rights in refusing to appear before a Senate investigat- 
ing committee, the Supreme Court stated that the power of the Senate to com- 
pel a witness to appear rested on whether ‘‘the purpose for which the wit- 
ness’s testimony was sought was to obtain information in aid of the legislative 
function” (273 U. S., at p. 176). It concluded the testimony was sought in 
connection with a legislative function and that, consequently, the witness was 
required to appear. 

Where, however, the testimony sought is not in aid of a legislative function, 
then a witness may properly refuse to furnish it. The rule is stated as follows, 
\r[ Sinclair V. United States (279 U. S. 263, 291-292) : 

"♦ ♦ ♦ while the power of inquiry is an essential and appropriate auxiliary 
to the legislative function, it must be exerted with due regard for the rights of 
witnesses, and that a witness rightfully may refuse to answer where the 
hounds of the power are exceeded or where the questions asked are not per- 
tinent to the matter under inquiry. 

"It has always been recognized in this country, and it is well to remember, 
that few if any of the rights of the people guarded by fundamental law are 
of greater importance to their happiness and safety than the right to be 
exempt from all unauthorized, arbitrary, or unreasonable inquiries and dis- 
closures in respect of their personal and private affairs. * * *” 

The most recent affirmation of the principle that a witness may refuse to 
produce information which is not pertinent to a proper legislative inquiry is 
to he found in United States v. Rumley (345 U. S. 41). 

That case involved the following facts: The House of Representatives had 
authorized the House Select Committee on Lobbying Activities to conduct a 
study and investigation of ‘‘all lobbying activities” and of certain other mat- 
ters. Pursuant to that authorization the House committee sought to compel 
Rumley to disclose the names of those who made bulk purchase of the books 
5oltl by an organization known as the Committee for Constitutional Govern- 
ment. Rumley refused to do so and was indicted and convicted of contempt. 
The (’ourt of Appeals reversed and was affirmed by the Supreme Court The 
Supreme Court held that the authorization to investigate ‘‘lobbying activities” 
nithorized only an investigation of ‘‘lobbying iii its commonly accepted sense,” 
ihat is, ‘‘representations made directly to the Congress, its members, or its 
loramittees.” Since the information sought from Rumley did not relate to 
obbying in its commonly accepted sense, the Court held that he had a right 
:o refuse the information requested. 

It is not necessary even for the witness to point out that the information 
)eing sought from him is not pertinent to the matter under investigation for 
lim to be protected in his right to refuse to disclose such information {Bowers v. 
Jnitcd States (202 F. 2d 447 (C. A. I>. C.)). That case turned on the follow- 
ng facts; By special resolution the Senate created a Special Committee To 
mve.stigate Organized Crime in Interstate Commerce. One of the witnesses 
tefore that committee was one Bowers. Among other things, Bowers was asked 
ipon what business he had been engaged on a trip he had made to Chicago in 
927. He was also asked how he had earned some $7,000 which he had invested 
n 1942. For his refusal to answer these inquiries, among others, he was in- 
licted and convicted in the trial court for contempt of Congress. The court of 
appeals reversed. It held that the burden was on the Government to show that 
the questions which the witness refused to answer were pertinent to some 
matter being investigated, and since there was nothing on the face of these 
questions to show in what way they were i)ertinent to the matter under inquiry. 
Some factual showing in addition thereto was required from the Government. 
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The court held that it was immaterial that Bowers had not assigned lack of 
pertinency as his reason for refusing to answer the questions. 

As these cases show, a witness has an absolute right to refuse to answer % 
question calling for information or to produce any records relating to matteis 
not pertinent to a proper legislative inquiry. Furthermore, he cannot be prose- 
cuted for contempt of Congress unless the Government can show that the inquiry 
was in fact pertinent. * 

Applying the principles for which these cases stand to the books and records 
called for by the subpenas issued by this committee, it is clear that Mr. Traub has 
the right to refuse to make the material called for available. 

As we have pointed out earlier herein, the subpenas are not limited to requir. 
ing the production of books and records containing information pertinent either 
to clients Interested in public housing or to projects involving public housing. 
The subpenas instead call for the production of every record of Mr, Traub or 
his law firm for the last 7 years, regardless of subject matter. They call for 
books and records which relate only to the private affairs of Mr, Traub and of 
his clients. There can be no question that these subpenas call for a mass of 
material most of which cannot possibly be pertinent to any investigation within 
the jurisdiction of this committee. 

Since the subpenas make no distinction between what is, and what is not, 
pertinent to the ihquiry being conducted by this committee, Mr. Traub cannot 
be compelled to comply with them. The burden is not upon him to cull the 
bad from the good {Bowman Dairy Company v. United States (341 U. S. 214); 
Federal Trade Commission v, American Tobacco Co (264 U. S. 298) ; Unitei 
States V. Patterson (206 F. 2d 433 (C. A. D. 0.) ). 

The Supreme Court has said : 

“The burden * * * is not upon the person who faces punishment to cull the 
good from the bad” (Boioman Dairy Company v. United States, supra, p. 221). 

The Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia has held that w'here a 
subpena duces tecum calls for both relevant and irrelevant information a wit- 
ness cannot be held in contempt for refusing to comply therewith entirely 
{United States v. Patterson, supra). The court there said (206 F. 2d at p. 
434) : 

“Viewed in the light of Ruraley, it is clear that the instant Indictment rests 
upon a committee subpena that exceeded the authority delegated by Congress to 
the committee in House Resolution 298. It is true that documents ‘relating to (a) 
the organization and iiiiances of the Civil Rights Congress, and (b) the activities 
of the Civil Rights Congress * * * pertaining to legislation’ might include 
matters pertinent to ‘representations made directly to the Congress, its Members, 
or its committees,’ But it is equally clear that they are not so limited. An 
examination of the subpena in question discloses that the committee sought, 
inter alia, documents relating to ‘attempts or plans to influence such legislation, 
either directly or indirectly.’ 

“The Supreme Court has ruled: ‘One should not be held in contempt under 
a subpena that is part good and part bad. The burden is on the court to see 
that the subpena is good in its entirety and it is not upon the person who faces 
punishment to cull the good from the bad.’ Logic dictates and principles of 
equal justice compel application of the same rule to an indictment for con- 
tempt which rests upon a congressional subpena,” 

IV 

THE subpena requires vi6lation of the attorney-cuent privilege 

There is no principle better established in Anglo-Saxon jurisprudence than 
the inviolability of the confidence placed by a client in his attorney. It is 
recognized as fundamental to our law that a person needing legal counsel must 
feel completely free to confide in his attorney, secure in the knowledge that his 
confidences will not be revealed. Because of this principle, persons who are being 
subjected to blackmail, others wjbo are in diflicult i>ersonal situations due to 
imprudence, carelessness, or other* weaknesses feel free to seek legal counsel 
and to make full disclosure. 

In the State of New York, in which Mr. Traub and his firm practice law, the 
attorney-client privilege is part of our statutory law. Section 853 of the Civil 
Practice Act provides as follows : 
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<‘§353. Attorneys and their employees not to disclose communications. 

“An attorney or counselor at law shall not be allowed to disclose a communi- 
Pfltion made by his client to him, or his advice given thereon, in the course 
Shis professional employment nor shall any clerk, stenographer, or other per- 
son employed by such attorney or counselor be allowed to disclose any such 
pommunication or advice given thereon.” 

Tlie courts of New York have held that this section prohibits an attorney 
from disclosing payments made by him on the instructions of his client {Appel 
\ Jlalbc, 207 App. Div. 315, 202 N. Y. Supp. 364). And the Federal courts in 
liew Vork have held the terms of an attorney’s retainer to be within the privilege 
(Mugiilfi V. Continental Can Co., 12 F. R. D. 74, 76 (S. D. N. Y.) ) . 

The subpena duces tecum addressed to Mr. Traub would require him to 
violate the confidences placed in him and his law firm by their clients and 
yvoultl compel him, contrary to the statutory prohibition placed on him, to 
disclose payments made by him, the amounts of his retainers, and a great 
deal of other confidential information. 

The same considerations which have led the courts to recognize the importance 
of the attorney-client privilege apply to congressional inquiries. No one would 
feel secure in consulting with a lawyer if he knew that, while no court could 
compel the disclosure of what he said, any legislative committee could. We 
have no doubt that this committee, which numbers among its members so many 
distinguished members of the bar, would do nothing to cut down on this 
fundamental privilege between attorney and client. 

Yet, as pointed out earlier herein, the subpenas addressed to Mr. Traub do 
the utmost violence to this privilege. They call upon Mr. Traub to disclose 
all the records relating to every client of the firm of Dreyer & Traub for the 
last 7 years. It matters not in what connection such client may have consulted 
the law firm, his affairs are required to be revealed to the committee. 

These subpenas make a mockery of the attorney-client privilege. If they 
should be upheld, it would mean that whenever any attorney or his law firm 
became involved in a legislative inquiry relating to any of his clients’ affairs, 
the affairs of every other client would become public property. Freedom of 
consultation would be entirely lost. No one would feel safe in seeking legal 
counsel. 

Senator Beall, although he is not a lawyer, indicated that he would do nothing 
to cut down the attorney-client privilege. 

He indicated tliat he would not compel the production of matters pertaining 
tu di(Mits whose affairs were in no way relevant, or pertinent, to the inquiry 
being made. 

I am sure that the other Senators of the committee will show the same respect 
for the importance of guarding the confidences between attorney and client 
that Senator Beall has displayed. Those members of the committee who are 
lawyers will appreciate even more keenly than Senator Beall the importance 
of that privilege. 

Until now Mr. Traub has endeavored to respect the confidences of the clients 
of hims(‘lf and his law firm by not revealing any information as to them. He 
has been able to do so because he has at no time lost control of his books and 
records. 

Enforcement of the subpenas by taking from Mr. Traub’s possession the records 
of the firm of Dreyer & Traub and of himself would make it impossible for 
Mr. Traub to continue to protect his clients in accordance with the attorney- 
client privilege. 

For this reason, if for no other, the subpenas are improper and should not be 
enforced. 

V 

A QUORUM OF LESS THAN A THIRD OF THE COMMITTEE DOES NOT H.V.VE THE POWER TO 
RULi: ON MR. TRAUn’s OBJECTIONS TO THE SUBPENAS OR TO RECEIVE IN EVIDENCE 
books and RECORDS PRODUCED PURSUANT THERETO 

Senator Capehart in his letter to Mr. Traub has requested that all objections to 
the subpena be placed in writing so that he may rule on them on Monday, Septem- 
ber 27, 10.54. It is assumed from this letter that Senator Capehart will be sitting 
alone on September 27, 1954. 
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The Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946 provides that a quorum for the 
transaction of business is to be fixed by each standing committee, but is not to 
consist of less than one-third of its entire membership. It allows a quorum of 
than one- third for one purpose only and that is “for the purpose of taking sworn 
testimony.” 

It is respectfully submitted that the power to take sworn testimony is a very 
limited one and embraces neither the power to rule on objections to a subpena 
duces tecum nor to receive in evidence books and records produced pursuant 
thereto and certainly not to sequester the latter and permit strangers to roam 
at will through them and to cull from them what they please. 

A. The objections raised herein to the mbpenas can only be ruled on by a quorm 

of one-third, or more, of the membership of the comw/ittee 

The Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia in three recent decisions has 
held that before a witness may be lield in contempt for refusing to answer a 
congressional inquiry he must be apprized that his reasons for refusing to do so 
have been overruled by the committee. 

Quinn v. United States (203 F, 2d 20) ; Bart v. United States (203 F. 2d 45); 
Emspak v. United States (203 F. 2d 54, cert, granted 346 U. S. 809). 

In other words, a witness who objects to supplying the evidence required of 
him is entitled to a clear ruling on his objections from the committee before he 
can be held in contempt. 

Mr. Traub has raised very fundamental objections to the subpenas served upon 
him by the committee. He contends that they violate his constitutional rights, 
invade the attorney-client privilege, and call for material not relevant to any 
legislative inquiry. He i^ entitled, under the decisions cited above, to a ruling 
by this committee on these objections. 

It is respectfully submitted that the power to take testimony does not embrace 
the power to rule on these objections ; that under the Legislative Reorganization 
Act of 1946, only a full quorum of the committee, consisting of not less than on^ 
third of its membership, can rule on these objections ; that Mr. Traub is entitled 
to have the serious objections he raises to this committee’s subpenas considered 
by a representative number of the committee members and not simply by one 
Senator. 

It seems to Mr. Traub and his counsel that if the committee were fully ap- 
prized of what its staff were doing, that it would not permit the sweeping .sub- 
penas which have been issued and which are invalid and Improper for so many 
reasons. If the committee disagrees with Mr. Traub, he will then have to con- 
sider whether he will abide by the committee’s decision or run the risk of a 
contempt citation. Before he makes that decision, however, he is entitled to 
know that his objections have been considered, and passed on by the committee. 

It is respectfully submitted that Senator (iapehart is not empowered, sitting 
as a committee of one, to pass upon Mr. Traub’s objections to the siibpenaa. 
Senator Beall agreed with this position at the previous hearing held in connection 
with the subpena addressed to Mr. Traub. He agreed that Mr. Traub’s objections 
should be referred to the full committee for ruling. 

We are sure that Senator Capehart would not wish to review or overrule the 
position previously taken by Senator Beall. We think that this position is the 
correct one and that the objections raised by Mr. Traub to these subpenas should 
be referred to the full committee for ruling. 

B. A quorum of one is not empowered to receive books, records or other wj'iiingt 

As pointed out earlier herein, the only purpose for which a lessesr number than 
one-third constitute a quorum of the committee under the Legislative Reorganiza- 
tion Act of 1946 is for the “purpose of taking sworn testimony.” 

The taking of sworn testimony, however, does not embrace the power to compel 
the production of correspondence, books, papers and documents and to sequester 
such books. The distinction between the taking of sworn testimony and the 
production and sequestration of correspondence, books, papers and documents 
is clearly shown by another section of the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946 
which clearly distinguishes between the two by authorizing separately and inde- 
pendently the power to require the attendance of witnesses and the power to 
require the production of correspondence, books, papers and documents (sec. 
134 (a)). 

While tile committee has both powers, the right of a quorum of one is limited 
to the latter — the taking of sworn testimony. 

This was the very point raised before Senator Beall which Senator Beall 
recognized. Senator Beall stated that — 


•s BBBT 



FHA INVESTIQA'aON 


2973 


“I don’t feel as if I, sitting as a committee of one, should insist that these 
records be kept here. I don't think it is the intention of the committee. The 
intention of the committee is to take testimony, and I feel as if I am going beyond 
any responsibiliy in insisting that the records be kept here (Transcript of Sept. 
7, 1954, p. 10637). 

We believe that the ruling of Senator Beall, refusing to insist that the records 
be received in evidence, that he would not sequester the books and that Mr. 
Traub’s objections must be passed upon by the committee, was not only states- 
manship of a high order, but was also compelled by the clear language of the 
Legislative Reorganization Act. We think the same conclusion should be reached 
by Senator Capehart ; that sitting as a quorum of one, he cannot insist upon the 
production of Mr. Traub’s books and records. 

It is respectfully submitted for all the reasons herein set forth that the 
subpenas are invalid: that their enforcement would constitute an invasion of 
Mr. Tra lib’s constitutional rights ; and that in any event, the objections raised 
must be ruled upon by a lawful quorum of the committee that no other single 
Senator should, or can, overrule Senator Beall and that no single Senator may 
cause the production and sequestration of the said books. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Dated : September 25, 1954. 

Milton C. Weisman, 
Attorney for Al)rahani TrauJ). 

Mr. Simon. May we put in the committee rules for this committee’s 
investigation ? 

The Chairman. We will also place in the r^ord the rules for pro- 
cedure of Senate Banking and Currency Committee adopted in execu- 
tive session on July 21, 1954. Would you like to take the time to read 
those rules ? 

Mr. Weisman. Yes. May I have a moment’s time to read them? 

The Chairman. We will give you sufficient time to read them right 
now. ^ 

. Mr. SmoN. Mr. Traub, while Mr. Weisman 

Mr. Weisman. I can’t read them 

The Chairman. Let him read without further asking any questions. 
^MON . 1 hat IS the one that relates to this situation ? 

The Chairman. I think as a matter of record 1 shall read the rules 
and regulations : 

Resolved, by the Committee on Banking and Currencv of the Tlnif-pfl 

SyMItedI governiag^he 

«4fomy“t7nc7mml " 0"'^ by the action of 

mil.™ committee otherwise provides, one member shall constitute a 
tcstimonv nmf evidence, the swearing of witnesses and the taking of 

rabpra" chairman of the committee or subcommittee may Issue 

6. Any witness subpenaed to a public or executive hpnrino- mow 

-“Mi S-SW 


2974 


FHA INVESTIGATION 


majority member of the committee or the subcommittee, who is able to act, shall 
call a meeting of the committee or the subcommittee within 15 days after the 
receipt by the Secretary of the Senate of a written request, stating the purpose of 
«uch a meeting, from a majority of the members of the committee or the sub. 
committee. 

8. Committee or subcommittee interrogation of witnesses shall be conducted 
•only by members and staff personnel authorized by the chairman of the com- 
mittee or subcommittee concerned. 

Mr. Weisman. Senator, since you have made those rules a part of the 
record, I know that those rules have been adopted by your nonorable 
<5ommittee, pursuant to the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946. 
The Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946^, by subdivision D of 
article III, as contrasted with the subsequent article, clearly shows that 
this subcommittee can take testimony. 

The Chairman. Will you yield, please ? This is not a subcommittee. 
This is a full committee. 

Mr. Weisman. Is there a quorum here? I understood a quorum is 
five. 

Mr. Simon. A quorum is one. 

The Chairman. I just read that rule. 

Mr. Weisman. A quorum is one for the taking of testimony. May I 
read the Legislative Reorganization Act to you, Senator, and may I 
have it made part of the record? This Legislative Reorganizatioii 
Act of 1946, pursuant to which this committee is proceeding, in accord- 
ance with the law, duly enacted with regard thereto, states, in subdivi- 
sion B : 

Each standing committee and each subcommittee of any such committee, is 
authorized to fix a lesser number than one-third of its entire membership, who 
shall constitute a quorum thereof. 

Now here is the milk of the coconut. That isn’t in the act. 

For the purpose of taking sworn testimony. 

I submit that under tliat alone, if I couldn’t buttress it with a subse- 
quent part of the act, a subcommittee is not authorized to issue sub- 
penas, it is not authorized to take books, it is not authorized to 
sequester books as this committee is here and now seeking to do. 

If I needed any further authority, which I am sure you will find, you 
will find the differentiation between what the subcommittee can do so 
constituted, and the full committee, in section 134, which sets forth the 
committee’s powers. 

The committee’s powers go far beyond that of taking sworn testi- 
mony and reading from section 134 (a), it says — 

Each standing committee of the Senate, including any subcommittee of such com- 
mittee, is authorized to hold such hearings; to sit and act at such times and places 
during the sessions, recesses, and adjourned periods of the Senate, to require by 
subpena or otherwise the attendance of such witnesses and the production of such 
correspondence, books, papers, and documents, to take such testimony and to 
make such expenditures — 

and so forth, and I clearly point out to you the difference between the 
two sections. 

Mr. Simon. That is exactly what is happening here. This is the full 
committee, which has directed by unanimous regulation that a quorum 
would consist of one member. 

The Chairman. Were you under the impression this was a sub- 
committee ? 

Mr. Weisman. No. Of course not. Senator. 
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The Chairman. This is a full committee. 

Hr. Weisman. This is a full committee, but I am not only under the 
impression, but I do argue that where you have a committee of less than 
a quorum, which constitutes a third of the committee, that committee 
may only take testimony. That committee, with all due humility, is 
not competent to pass upon any legal or constitutional objections that 
may be raised. 

As a constitutional safegiiard, as a statutory safeguard, I, as a 
lawyer, say that the Reorganization Act of 1946 particularly provides 
that in such a case we are entitled to the benefit and the delioeration 
and the statesmanship of the entire committee, or at least a quorum 
thereof, and that is borne out by the law, which I have just read to 
your committee. 

The Chairman. Let me read No. 2 of the Rules of Procedure for 
Senate Banking and Currency Committee: 

2. Unless the cominittee otherwise provides, one member shall constitute a 
quorum for the receipt of evidence, the swearing of witnesses and the takin" of 
testimony and the chairman of the committee or subcommittee may issue 
subpeiias. 


Mr. Weisman. The point I make- 

mi -w ^ . . 


The Chairman. Is your position that the cominittee had no right to 
make that rule ? ® 

Mr. Weisman. I say it isn’t my position. It is the statement of the 
law " hich I ]ust read to yon. I don’t think this committee can go 

I le Chairman. vMiat authority do you think this committee vou 
are looking at has? ■’ 

Ml. AVeisman. I think that this committee has the power — Senator 
Bush asked me ; I am sorry that I am limping. I had an accident 
which I will soon recover from This is the first one I read. I marked 

to show you the difference. 

do you think the committee has 
tlut you are lodiing at ? 1 his is a standing committee, the full Senate 
Banking and Currency Committee. luuoenaie 

Mr. Webman. I believe that if there is a quorum present which I 

th^act '^°'**'* complete powers, as set’ forth in 

Mr. Weisman. I would say they could then rule on the matter 

a full quorum 

on difs Washington on November 8, and I am no^ruling 

on tins at the moment. I am just reminding you that the best vou can 

2ntfl NovS^iS^® tC’ k i1®‘? P>’°ducing these records 

Zrt ^ best you can do/ ^ 

I want you to know, when you were kind 
aiirl f K ^ ^ 5’^ ^bat letter I prepared a 50-page brief 

I think ^ midnight oil; I went to thi Supreme Cofrt and 

convince the committee that they^ shouldn’t o-o be- 
yond what we have already given them. ^ i go be- 
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Senator Bush. Mr. Chairman, may I say this : I cannot understand 
■what Mr. Weisman is talking about because he has just read from sec- 
tion 134 of the act and the title is “Committee Powers.” 

Now I want to read this again, because the committee is acting 
within the powers that you have just read, which is right here. It says 
this: 

Each standing committee of the Senate, including any subcommittee of any 
such committee, is authorized to hold such hearings, to sit and act at such times 
and places during the sessions, recesses, and adjourned periods of the Senate, 
to require by subpena or otherwise the attendance of such witnesses and the pro- 
duction of such correspondence, books, papers, and documents ♦ ♦ 

Mr. Weisman. I have just said that. 

Senator Bush. What is your objection? 

Mr. Weisman. The point that I make, Senator Bush, is that the 
committee as such is differentiated from a subcommittee. 

Senator Bush. It is no subcommittee. The Senator told you that. 
This is a full committee. 

Mr. Weisman. If this is a full committee, if I can count to four, 
I see no quorum here. 

Senator Bush. You read from another section of the act yourself: 

Each standing committee of the Senate, including any subcommittee of any 
such committee, is authorized to fix a lesser number than one-third of its entire 
membership • ♦ *. 

Mr. Weisman. “For the purpose of taking sworn testimony.” 

Senator Bush. “Who shall constitute a quorum thereof for the pur- 
pose of taking sworn testimony.” 

Mr. Weisman. No. I think that is my point. And you have made 
it better than I did. 

Senator Bush. No ; I did not make it at all. The committee powers 
are clearly defined in the act. 

Mr. Weisman. The committee powers are clearly defined but when 
the committee sits by less than a duly constituted quorum, it may only 
sit according to what you have just read for the purpose of taking 
testimony. 

The Chairman. I want to again say to you, Mr. Weisman — and I 
have not ruled on this and what I am just about ready to say ^ 

Mr. Weisman. You shouldn’t rule until you have read my brief. 

The Chairman. That is right. 

The point is, even though 1 should rule that you are right, you are 
not goii^ to avoid appearing before the full committee. 

Weisman. I will welcome the opportunity to present my argu- 
ments before the full committee. That is what I want. 

The Chairman. You will not avoid appearing before the full 
committee. I will assure you that. The best you can do is to delay 
your case until November 8 because on November 8 I will have a full 
committee and you will be present. 

Mr. Weisman. I assume they will give me an o.penminded, respect- 
ful, statesmanlike hearing, and pass upon the objections. 

The Chairman. Why are ‘you objecting to turning over to this 

committee your books and records? 

Mr. Weisman. I will be very glad to tell you. I must tell you the 

background of this. Senator. 

I (fon’t want you to think we have kept our books and records away. 

Mr. Simon. You have. 
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The Chairman. You have so far. 

Weisman. That is not so. 

Mr. Simon. Yes it is. 

Mr. Weisman. If T say to six people, “Come in and look at these 
books, take off a huntlred pages of anything that you think is impor- 
tant; this is a copy.’’ They have copied our books from alpha to 
zeta and I say merely, put us in a position so we cannot be charged 
with violating our obligation to our other clients, that we have not 
violated the confidential communication rule existing between attor- 
ney and clients. 

They come in with six men ; they sit in my office with all of these 
books. They take transcripts and abstracts, and then to say we 
haven’t gotten the books. 

They then issue a dragnet, willy-nilly subpena that says, “Give us 
everything that this firm did, the name of every client, why he paid 
you,” even though it hiis no relation of any kind, nature, or descrip- 
tion to FHA, and I say, as a lawyer, pursuant to the law of this land, 
as laid down l3y the Supreme Court of the United States, that that sub- 
pena constitutes a willful violation of our freedom from unlawful 
search and seizure. 

I furthermore believe that is something that this committee doesn’t 
want. I know the personnel of this committee. This committee is 
going to conduct itself according to the law of the land, and not tear it 
up. The Supreme Court 

The Chairman. Let me say this : All we want to know is to whom 
and for what purpose these checks that are made out to cash were 
paid— period. 

Mr. Weisman, Senator Capehart 

The Chairman. If you will give us that information 

Mr. AYeisman. May I read 

The Chairman. So far you failed to do that. 

Mr. AVeisman. That is not so, sir. You believe it, but let me show 
you the arrangement I entered into in pursuance of which I turned 
these books over to your committee. 

I want to read it to you. 

Mr. Simon. Let me say to you, as you just said, you made the 
arrangement. The committee didn’t. 

Mr. Weisman. Let me tell you 

The Chairman. Let’s find out 

Mr. Weisman. I want all the Senators to know. 

The Chairman. Mr. Weisman says that he has turned these books 
over to us. Now what are the facts, Mr. Counsel ? 

Mr. AA^eisman. May I say the facts? 

The Chairman. Wait a minute. I want to get the facts from our 
counsel. He understands it. Then I will get it from you as you 
undei*stand it. 

Mr. Simon. The facts are that pursuant to a subpena issued well 
over a month ago we were permitted to send people into Mr. AA'^’eisman’s 
office, who Avere permitted to look at certain books, which were not all 
the books, and their limitations were that they could look at them only 
in the presence of Mr. AV'eisman’s auditor and only if they agreed to 
give Mr. Weisman a photostatic copy of every note they made. That 
proved 

The Chairman. At certain hours? 
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Mr. Simon. The hours were reasonably flexible. 

Mr. Weisman. They worked until 10 and 12 o’clock, Senator. \ 
made every possible 

Mr. Simon. They were not permitted to make the slightest note of 
what they found on the books without giving a copy of it to Mr. Weis- 
man. Then we had a hearing 

The Chairman. Why did you want that information when you 
owned the books? You have the books. You ought to Imow every- 
thing that is in the books without requiring our people to give you a 
copy, or an abstract of what they find in your books. 

Mr. Weisman. I will be pleased to explain that to the Senator. 

Mr. Simon knew about this because this arrangement was made after 
his investigator telephoned. 

The Chairman. Telephoned to whom? 

Mr. Weisman. To Mr. Simon. 

Mr. Simon. I started to give him the history. 

The Chairman. Had you finished? 

Mr. Simon. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Will you proceed? 

Mr. Simon. Because that arrangement proved most unsatisfactory, 
Mr. Traub was asked to come in here, in public hearing, when the 
committee was in New York a month ago. Senator Bush ordered him 
to produce his books on a Friday morning, and neither he nor his books 
were here on the morning that he was ordered to appear. 

Subsequently, he was served with a subpena to produce the books 
in Washington at an executive session, the day after Labor Day, at 
which Senator Beall presided. At that time Mr. Weisman made a 
lengthy argument that we should again try to examine the books in 
his office. 

Senator Beall concurred, and said they could take them back and we 
would examine them in his office, but nothing was said about their hav- 
ing the right to get a photostatic copy of everything that we copied. 

We went back to their office, and we were denied the right to look 
at the books unless' Ave agreed to give them a photostatic copy of every- 
thing we took off the books. 

We declined to do that, and we have since been denied access to the 
books. 

Mr. Weisman. May I respond? 

The Chairman. Substantially is that a true statement? 

Mr. Weisman. I don't want to — I would rather like to tell you-; — 

The Chairman. Tell us wherein the statement that Mr. Simon just 
made is not according to your understanding. 

Mr. Weisman. According to my understanding, let me say this — ■ 

The Chairman. I mean the points that are not according to your 
understanding, and we can save time. 

Mr. Weisman. May I have your indulgence to give you and the 
other Senators present my story with relation to the statement that 
Mr. Simon has just made ? I think only so can this fairly be told. 

The Chairman. Will you yield one moment? 

Mr. Weisman. Yes. 

The Chairman. I might ask you a few questions. Did you refuse 
to permit them to take any information from your books unless they 
gave you a photostatic copy ? 

Mr. Weisman. Ultimately, yes. 
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The Chairman. And you required that they look at the books in 
your presence? 

^ Mr. Weisman. Not in my presence; in the presence of the account- 

^\he Chairman. In the presence of an accountant? 

Mr. Weisman. Now may I proceed ? I want to read the stipulation, 
pursuant to which an exact copy was made of all of these books and 
I think- — 

Mr. Simon. Now 

Mr. Weisman. I restrain myself from interrupting you both be- 
cause I think it is good practice and good courtesy. 

I made notes, if I found something I didn’t like, or thought you 
were in error and I would ask the same courtesy of you. 

I want to make a statement to the Senators. 

Mr. Simon. I shan’t interrupt, but I was hoping, in making the 
statement you would explain why Mr. Traub wasn’t here on that 
Friday morning. 

]\Ir. Weisman. I have made a note of that. 

The Chairman. Let’s get that now. That interests me very much. 
I wasn’t here. Why didn’t Mr. Traub and yourself show up on Friday 
morning in respect to Senator Bush’s subpena? 

Mr. Weisman. That was not so. 

The Chair:man. Not a subpena; oral request. 

Mr. Weisman. I will answer for myself. 

Leaving here, I slipped and was on crutches for 5 days and couldn’t 
leave my house. I didn't slip on purpose, so that is why I wasn’t here. 

Nothwithstanding that 

. The Chairman. What about your client? 

Mr, Weisman. My client, as near as I could see, Senator Bush did 
not order my client here. I have the record here. If I read English, 
it said in the record : 

Mr. Traub, unless you produce these books, we will issue a subi^ena. 

I am Mr. Traub’s lawyer, and I think the only proper and orderly 
thing was to have these books and your right to have them as your 
staff wants them. You Senators don’t Avant these books in this fashion. 
I say this in an overreaching of your staff, and I said to my client, 
Mr. Traub, “Let them serve a subpena'. That is the proper thing. 
Senator Bush is perfectly right and when we get the subpena we will 
testify.” 

Now may I go back and make my general statement ? 

Mr. Simon. Except I don’t want the record to state by my silence 
what you just said it states because you hav^e not stated the record. 

Mr. Weisman. The best proof of what the record says is the record. 
I have it here. I will read it. 

Mr. Simon. Precisely. 

Mr. Weisman. Get me Senator Bush’s statement. I want the Sen- 
ators to know I think there has been too much of this innuendo, this 
feeling of Traub not cooperating, et cetera. 

Early in October, a gentleman by the name of McManus, who sits 
there, came to my office with a subpena in his hand and he said, “I 
am going to serve this subpena unless you let us see the books.” 

I had Traub there for the service of the subpena. I said, “Mr. jMc- 
Manus, there are the books. Here is Mr. Traub. Give us the sub- 
pena.” 
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He says, “No, if I can look at the books I am not ffoing to serve fKa 
su^ena,” and he didn’t. ^ 

He came to my office. We gave him the books — not certain of the 
books — all the bwks, Senator, and we said to him, “Look, Mr. Traub 
is a lawyer. These books can control much information which he is 
in duty and law bound not to divulge willy-nilly. What is your 
interest in that matter?” 

He says — I don’t mean he passed judgment — he says, “I understand 
your argument. All we want to do is look at the books as they anoh 
to Farragut Gardens.” ^ ^ 

I said, “That is fine. I will send for my accountant, and I will go 
further. You may look at any items in the books that doesn’t apply 
to Farragut Gardens if you, in good faith, think it will ^ necessary 
to trace it down.” ^ 

The Senator knows that. I said, “I don’t want to mask out any- 
thing and I will take your word. You will be the judge of your own 
good faith.” 

He then said to me, and on that — I will come back to Senator Bush’s 
statement which I have before me — on that he came in with another 

f entleman. We made him comfortable. We helped him, in good 
aith. I wasn’t there. I had other business to attend to. 

I sent for my own personal accountant, who understands books of 
a law office, which runs somewhat different from books of a mercantile 
concern or a manufacturing company, and I said, “Help him to what- 
ever extent you can.” 

Subsequently he came in to me and he says, “Washington has asked 
me to extend the scope of this examination, not alone to Farragut 
Gardens, but to any FHA matter.’ ’ 

Subsequently I said, “I would like to clear that with Washington.” 
Subsequently a gentleman by the name of Mr. Cook came in to 
see me and he said, “Look, we want to extend this examination still 
further.” 

I thereupon explained to him as a lawyer ; I never handled an FHA 
matter in my life. I am brought into this matter as a lawyer’s lawyer 
by the dilemma my client found himself in, and I said, “Let’s see if 
we can’t come to an understanding. We want to cooperate and we 
want to help you,” and I wrote ouC— we called in a stenographer and 
I dictated the terms of our agreement and we agreed on this. I said, 
“Wait a minute.” 

The Chairman. Who was “we” ? 

Mr. Weisman. Mr. Cook and I. 

I said, “Wait a minute, Mr. Cook. I as a lawyer, I am older than 
you. I don’t want you to^get in <• wrong. I want you to call up 
Washington and clear this and see if this is satisfactory,” and this is 
the stipulation that we entered into. 

The Chai^an. If you will yield one moment. You understand, 
in investigations such as this, that while we may at the moment say 
we are only interested in Farragut Gardens, and maybe tomorrow we 
are interested in something else, but as we proceed with our investi- 
gation and uncover new evidence, of course then we always, and 
naturally, must broaden the scope. 

Now we have come to the conclusion in this case, since it has been 
impossible for us to secure from your books — and we have had access 
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to them under certain condtions that you describe, and from your 
client himself and from the two bookkeepers — since we cannot ascer- 
tain who got and why these large sums of cash payments, we came 
to the conclusion that we ought to be permitted to see and completely 
audit all the books. 

Furthermore, wo came to that conclusion by virtue of the fact that 
your client liimself admits — and your bookkeepers botli admit — ^that 
they are really not a good set of books ; that they didn’t particularly 
laiow what they were doing, and for that reason, we think that we 
ought to take the records and put them in the hands of competent 
OAO auditors and find out exactly what the facts are. 

Let me say this to you : When we get all through, we will tell the 
public exactly what the facts are, and if we find a complete, 100 per- 
cent explanation for all these items, we will so state. 

Mr. Simon. May I ask Mr. Traub a question on this matter before 
we go on ? 

Mr. Weisman. Let me finish my statement. 

The Chairman. Let him ask the question. 

Mr. Simon. Where were you, Mr. Traub, on the night of Sep- 
tember 23 ? 

Mr. Weisman. I object to that. 

Mr. Simon. You said a minute ago that you had been cooperating 
with us completely. 

Mr. Weisman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. I would like to ask him where he was. 

Mr. Weisman. In the middle of my statement? 

Mr. Simon. Where were you on that night, between the Thursday 
when you testified here and the Friday morning when Senator Bush 
asked you to come back? 

Mr. Traub. You can ask him that question when I finish. 

The Chairman. You may proceed. 

Mr. Weisman. I don’t want to get in that kind of a travesty. 

This was the stipulation that if I heard correctly — I have sharp 
ears — if I heard correctly I am going to insist, IMr. Simon, that you 
ask that question, and I will insist on an apology from you if I heard 
correctly what you said to the Senator which was most insulting to me. 

Mr. Simon. You have no concern with 

The Chairman. I will tell you what he said and I think it is the 
truth. He said you would talk all day. Is there anything wrong 
with that? What is insulting about that? 

Mr. Weisman. Because I don’t talk all day. 

The Chairman. That is the best recommendation a lawyer could 
have that he could talk all day. 

Mr. Weisman. I don’t talk all day. 

The Chairman. All he said, that you would talk all day. 

Mr. Weisman. Well, I don’t think that is a very fair statement. 

The Chairman. If that is insulting I shall apologize to you. 

Mr. Weisman. No ; I don’t want any apology from the Senator. 

I want the Senators to know the terms under which these books 
were made completely available to the men from the General Account- 
ing Office. The terms of the stipulation that we entered into were as 
follows ; 

Withotil regard to the various claims by each party as to what was the proper 
scope of I ho oxamlrmtion of Mr. Traub’s books, your committee now takes the 



2982 


FHA .INVESTIGATION 


position that the scope of the books shall be with relation to Farragut Gardenfc 
or any other FHA project with relation to which Traub was the lawyer or had 
an interest. 

The Chairman. You can’t object to that, can you? 

Mr. Weisman. Tliis is what I agreed to. This is the terms under 
which they made the examination : 

For the foregoing purpose, specifically excluding anything in the said book?, 
which does not relate to the foregoing, the books are to be made fully available 
to you by Traub. 

Did the Senator hear that last ? 

The Chairman. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Weisman. That — 

for the purposes aforesaid they were made fully available to y(»u. Before your 
examiners leave all notations made by them from the books will be exhibited 
to us so that we will be in position to testify if called upon that no iiiformatioa 
has been taken therefrom with relation to other clients or their private matters. 

The Chairman. We can shorten this whole business up now. We 
are not going to do that, and I don’t know what my ruling is going 
to be, but that is one thing we will never agree to, because it won't 
work. It never has worked. It won’t work. There is no reason in 
the world why we investigating you should tell you exactly what we 
found wrong about you 

Mr. Weisman. I didn’t ask you your conclusions. I asked for a 
copy of the facts. I didn’t want your conclusions, Senator. I assume 
that, and I say this with the greatest of humility, that this com- 
mittee — 

The Chairman. I think the whole problem revolves itself around 
whether or not our investigators in going over your books must give- 
to you and call to your attention every little irregularity that they 
found. 

Mr. Weisman. No. 

The Chairman. That is what it amounts to. 

Mr. Weisman. It doesn’t amount to that at all because, Senator,, 
last time they copied our books almost verbatim. There is a hundred 
pages. They took off every item here. We permitted them to copy 
it. They were examined Friday. 

The Chairman. I don’t want to interrupt you, but you know^ 
exactly what is in your books. Wliy should we tell you what is in 
your books? 

Mr. Weisman. I don’t want to have you tell me what is in my 
books. I want to be in a position to protect Mr. Traub from the 
charge that there was taken from his books information which you 
gentlemen, with all due respect under our constitutional form of 
government, have no right to take. We are seeking to cooperate 
within the framework of the law. 

Mr. Simon. Thus far, Mr. Weisman, we haven’t even seen all the 
books. 

Mr. Weisman. You have every book — you have an inventory of 
the books. They were made available to you. 

Mr. Simon. We had two ladies testify this morning to the existence 
of books which no member of our staff has ever seen. 

Mr. Weisman. I don't tliink that is correct because the inventory— 
and I am sure you are just as careful as I am — the inventory contains 
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the book you referred to. The inventory referred to a customer’s 
led<^er or, excuse me, a client’s ledger. 

Mr. Simon. I am not talking about inventories. This first girl 
testified there was a ledger sheet for each of the properties with these 
items posted prior to 1949. Mr. Traub himself says he doesn’t know 
where that book is. 

Mr. Weisman. Mr. Traub has told you, we have told you that from 
1949, prior thereto, we have no books and the subpena can’t produce 
that which isn’t existent, and I also point out that any subpena that 
must be issued must be issued so as to constitute due process. I am 
sure the Senator hasn’t had an opportunity to read my brief, but I 
hope you have. 

Mr. Simon. I have and he has read most of it ; or at least parts of it. 

Mr. Weisman. I don’t know what that means, parts of it. That is a 
rather ephemeral statement. I think this raises a very serious ques- 
tion insofar as my client is concerned. We want to cooperate. You 
didn't have to have this dela 3 ^ Your men could have come in there. 
I want to say. Senator, that they shouldn’t be delayed for 2 days; 
while I was sick and couldn't get in touch wuth Washington I let them 
run the gamut as they pleased. I didn’t want to delay them if they 
changed their mind. All we wanted to do was say we Avere in a position 
to turn over these books, pui'suant to constitutional laws, pursuant 
to the laws of the State of New York and with due regard to our 
client's duties and obligations. 

We have a twofold duty, one to aid this committee in its legislative 
duty and the other to protect our clients, as we swore to do when 
admitted to practice law in New York State. 

. Mr. Simon. We have investigated over 200 projects since this in- 
vestigation started and I have had the responsibility for the staff in- 
vestigation and from the first day we have had more trouble with ]Mr. 
Traub and his books than any other six projects in the United States, 
and that stems from the day in June when I came up here to see Mr. 
Traub. We haA e never received a single piece of paper wnthout pull- 
ing for it. 

The Ci-iAiRAiAN. Let me say this: Mr. Traub just testified here not 
over 40 minutes ago that he borrowed money and loaned it to his client 
to put them in the real-estate business, or in the building business, I 
believe you testified. 

Mr. Traub. I said real-estate business, not building. 

The Chairman. Real-estute business. Therefore, you didn’t say 
whether it was buildings or FH A. 

Mr. Thaur. It had nothing to do with FHA. It was long before the 
FHA. I started off in 1943. 

Mr. Weisman. That I may not leave the record incomplete and so 
I may not be charged with having erroneously reported Senator 
Bush's ruling, I am reading from page 2861 of the record, in which 
he says : 

Now the process that your counsel — 
meaning that you would come to our office — 

has suggested has been tried and found unsatisfactory. For that reason, I 
shall have to rule that we will subi)ena these book.s, and we want them by 10 
o’clock loinorrow morning. 
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Then he says later on : 

The only way it appears feasible to do it is to subpena these books and haw 
them. 

Mr. Simon. Now, Mr. Traiib, where were you that night? That 
was the night of August 26. You left here about 2 o’clock in the after, 
noon. Where were you that night ? 

Mr. Traub. Mr. Simon, have you ever been sitting on this side being 
questioned ? I have never had an experience that I had being ques* 
tioned 

Mr. Simon. My question is : WTiere were you ? 

Mr. Tbaub. I would like to answer it in my fashion. 

Mr. Simon. My question is : Where were you ? 

Mr. Traub. I am coming to that. 

Mr. Simon. All I asked you is. Where were you ? 

Mr. Traub. Senator, may I give my explanation ? 

The Chairman. Yes. Just tell us where you were, please. 

Mr. Traub. Senator, I have never in my experience had the experi- 
ence that I went through with Mr. Simon’s questioning for 2 solid 
days — for 1 complete morning, and then the next day. When I got 
through with this I told Mr. Weisman that I had a matter to take care 
of and I was going away and I didn’t want to get near that oflSce until 
next Monday. That is just what I did do. I went 

Mr. Simon. I want 

Mr. Traub. I will tell you where I went to the detail if you want it 

Mr. Simon. You heard Senator Bush say the books were to be 
subpenaed for 10 o’clock Friday morning? 

Mr. Traub. He did not say they were to be subpenaed for 10 o’clock. 

Mr. Simon. Let Mr. Weisman read what he ]ust read. It is very 
clear. 

Mr. Weisman. He said: 

For that reason, I will have to rule that we will subpena these books and we 
want them by 10 o’clock tomorrow morning. 

Mr. Simon. We want them by 10 o’clock tomorrow morning. We 
had a man sitting on your front door step all evening and most of 
the night and you never came home. 

Mr. Traub. I came home 10 o’clock the next morning. I walked b 
and there was nobody there. 

Mr. Simon. At your home? 

Mr. Traub. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Our men were back at the hearing. 

Mr. Traub. You didn’t let me finish. After I got through with that 
I went to the Turkish bath and got up the next morning and went 
home. I did not go to the oflSice. '' 

Mr. Simon. You knew we had somebody out trying to serve a 
subpena? 

Mr. Traub. No. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t you hear Senator Bush tell you we wanted them 
by 10 o’clock the next momiiig? 

Mr. l^AUB. I heard that. 

Mr. Weisman. We had them right here. He didn’t have to subpena. 
them. 

The Chairman. Mr. Traub is nn attorney, has been an attorney 
for many yeai-s. Senator Bush said we wanted the records for 10 
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o’clock tlie next morning and we will siibpena them. I think it is 
the responsibility and duty of a lawyer to cooperate, and attorneys 
know rules and regulations. I am sure Mr. Traub knew what Senator 
gusli w'as t-alking about. He jiroceeded walk out of here and hide 
himself until 10 o\dock the next moniinff. 

Mr. Weisman. He did not hide himself. 

Mr. Traub. I did not. 

The (Chairman. We were unable to serve a subpena. 

Mr. Simon. Did your wif(' know where yon W(‘n» ? 

Mr. Traub. My wife didn't know where I was until 12:80 or 1 

o’clock. 

The ( hiAiRMAN. Will you ])i*oceed, Mr. Weisman? 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Traub 

The Chairman. Mr. Weisman may proceed. 

Mr. Weisman. I think I have finislu*d, (‘xec'pt I think for l ln> ])ur- 
pose of the record being complete, so that I may at any subsequent 
time demonstrate what I deem the comnlete. invalidity of these sub- 
penas, in line with the plain decisions ana intradiH ion of the Supreme 
Court, I would like to offer our copies of the* two subpenas in evid<niee. 

The Chairman. You may proceed. 

Mr. Weisman. T said that in vi(*w c)f tin* fad that these paptu’s 
have been offered in evidence, and in view of the plain language of t he 
United States Supreme Court showing the invalidity of suhpmms in 
such form, I want these two subpenas to be marked as part- of t-lu^ 
record . 

The Chahiman. Without objection, they will h(‘ nmde a pari of I !h* 
record. 

(The information referred to follows :) 

UNITED STATES OF AMEIUCA 
Congress of the United States 

To Abrahnm Tranb, 1020 Aveimo I, Brooklyn, Now York (roHbloiifM*) ; 10 Court 
Stn-ol, Brooklyn N, Y. ( offlee) ; CrootInKH : 

Pursuant to lawful autborily, you are borrby oonimfimlofl to apponr boforo 
the Sonufo Coinmlttoo on Bunking? and Curronry of llw* Sonnii* nf Uw* CnUf'd 
States, on Tuesday, September 7, 10.')4, iif 1 <»’rlook ni,, nt tholr onnimUtoo 
room, room F-41, United States Onplfol, W.'isldriKlon, D, C., Ihen ami Iboro 
tpstlfy what you may know relative to th<* siibjeol miillerK under oonsldoralb>n 
by said oommltt.ee, and to produoe tlio orliflrmlH of all books, rooords and oilier 
writincH tor In the absonoo thereof, true and om ri'i-l ooxdi'M (rf same) In your 
niKtody or oontrol, which are specified In the appendix luToIr) nltaobod nnd whb'b 
ifl horolty made a part hereof : 

Hereof fall not, as you will answer your default under tb<* pains and penalties 
in such eases made and provided. 

To William E, Smith, United States Marshal, to serve and return. 

Given under my hand, by order of the eornmltfee, this 2Hlh day of Aujrust, 
In the year of our Ixird one thousand nine hundrofl and flfty-f(»ur. 

E. Cat»etiaut, 

Ohairmnv, CommU f rr on Hankinf/ and (htrrcnr.y. 

TJlxin presentation of voucher you will be reimbursed jkt diem while «-n 
route and while testifying?, plus first-class railroad fare and pullman berth, or 
plane fare, or 7 cents per mile if travel is by car. 

ArPRNDTX 

All hooks and records reflectlofi: or relatlni? to any and all payments recidved 
and disbursements made to and by you or to and by the firm of Dreyer k Traub 
dining the period of January 1, to date, Including the cash receipts and dls- 
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bursements books, the general ledgers and all other ledgers, and all supportin. 
documents s\icb as invoices receivable and invoices payable and any and all oth« 
books, records, and correspondence identifying the names of clients for whost 
accounts such payments were received or disbursed, as well as the nature m 
purpose of such payments; all bank statements of the firm of Dreyer & Traubag 
well as canceled checks, checkbook stubs, for the ijeriod of January 1, 1948, to 
date, including but not limited to the books and records reciting or reflectiog 
payments from, disbursements made to, and receipts and disbursements reUt. 
ing to : 


Alfred Kaskel. 

P, M. Lipstein 
Morris Kavy 
Punia & Marx 
Alexander P. Hirsch 
Henry Hirsch 
Phillip Schoenfeld 

for the period of January 1, 1948, to date, and including but not limited to pay- 
ments from, disbursements made to and receipts and disbursements relating to 
the following named corporations and/or projects and/or individuals, officials, 
employees and shareholders connected with said corporations or projects : 


Selgate Realty Corp. 

Coral Management Corp. 

Davenport Arms 
Chartone Garden Apartments 
Lizel Holding Co. 

Forest Drive Apartments 
Austin Street Construction Corp. 
Pieldstone Gardens (Netherlands Gar- 
dens) 

Sundown Gardens 
Congress Gardens 
Pwidge Terrace 
Maplewood Housing 
Shore View Gardens 
Parkville Gardens 
The Sheridan 
The Fulton 

American Park Section No. 1 
Colony Terrace 
The Roosevelt 
Montgomery House 
The Jamestown 
Olinvi lie Terrace 
Bay Parkway Apartments 
First Woodhaven Housing 
Second Woodhaven Housing 
Third Woodhaven Housing 
The Hamilton 
Lana Gardens 
Lincoln Cooperative 
Regent Gardens 
Bay Shore Gardens 
Pelway Gardens 
Albert Apartments 
Oliver Gardens 


Aero Gardens 
Boulevard Gardens 
Anita Apartments 
Howard Gardens 
Mansfield Gardens 
Quality Gardens 
Cedar Gardens 
Forest Hills Village 
FoiM'st Hills Gardens 
Greyslone Gardens 
Barnes Gardens 
Lanson Gardens 
lioder Gardens 
Ruskin Gardens 
Farragiit Gardens No. 1, Inc. 

Farragiit Gardens No. 2, Inc. 

Fnrragut Gardens No. 3, Inc. 

Farragut Gardens No. 4, Inc. 

Fnrragut Gardens No. 6, Inc. 

Queens College Gardens 
Grand Central Apartments, Section I 
Grand Central Apartments, Section II 
Woodcliff Gardens, Inc., Section I 
Woodcliff Gardens, Inc., Section II 
Larchmont Gardens 
Darn Gardens 
The Normandie 

B rear wood Gardens Apartments, Sec- 
tion IV 

Blo.ssom Gardens 
Briarwood Gardens, Section I 
Briarwood Gardens, Section II 
■Troy Gardens 
Rego Terrace 
Rego Gardens 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
CONGBESS OF THE UN1TE3) STATES 

To Abraham Traub (office), 16 Court Street, Brooklyn, N. Y. (home) 1620 
Avenue I, Brooklyn, N. Y., greeting : 

Pursuant to lawful outhority, you are hereby commanded to appear before 
the Committee on Banking and Currency of the Senate of the United States, 
on Monday, September 27, 1054, at 10 o’clock a. m., at their committee room, 
north ballroom, Hotel Astor, eighth floor, 45th Street entrance, New York, N. Y., 
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thpn and there to testify what you may know relative to the subject matters 

nder consideraion by said committee, and to produce the originals of all books, 
l^PTords and other writings (or in the absence thereof, true and correct copies 
of same) in your custody or control, which are specified in the appendix attached 
hpreto and which is hereby made a part hereof : 

Hereof fail not, as you wiU answer your default under the pains and penalties 

In such cases made and provided. 

To William E. Smith, United States marshal, to serve and return. 

Given under my hand, by order of the committee, this 15th day of September,, 
in the year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred and fifty-four. 

Homeb E. Capehabt, 

Chairman, CommMtee on Bamking and Currency. 

UlK)n presentation of voucher you will be reimbursed $9 per diem while en 
route and while testifying, plus first-class railroad fare and pullman berth, 
or plane fare, or 7 cents per mile if travel is by car. 

Appendix 

All books and records refiecting or relating to any and all payments received 
and disbursements made to and by you or to and by the firm of Dreyer & Traub 
(luring the period of .January 1, 1948, to date, including the cash receipts and 
disbursements books, the general ledgers and all other ledgers, and all supporting 
documents such as invoices receivable and invoices payable and any and all 
other books, records, and correspondence identifying the names of clients for 
whose accounts such payments were received or disbursed, as well as the nature 
of purpose of such payments ; all bank statements of the firm of Dreyer & Traub 
as well as canceled checks, checkbook stubs, for the period of January 1, 1948, 
to date, including but not limited to the books and records reciting or refiecting 
payments from, disbursements made to, and receipts and disbursements relating 
to the following : 


Alfred Kaskel 
P. M. Llpstein 
Morris Kavy 
Punia & Marx 


Alexander P. Hirsch 
Henry Hirsch 
Phillip Schoenfeld 


for the period of January 1, 1948, to date, and including but not limited to pay- 
ments from, disburs(*ments made to and receipts and disbursements relating to 
the following-named corporations and/or projects and/or individuals, officials, 
employees, and shareholders connected with said corporations or projects : 


Selgate Realty Corp. 

Coral Management Corp. 
Davenport Arms 
Chartone Garden Apartments 
Lizel Holding Co. 

Forest Drive Apartments 
Austin Street Construction Corp. 
Fieklstone Gardens (Netherlands 
Gardens) 

Sundown Gardens 
Congress Gardens 
Ridge Terrace 
Maplewood Housing 
Shore View Gardens 
Parkville Gardens 
The Sheridan 
The Fulton 

American Park Section No. 1 
Colony Terrace 
The Roosevelt 
Montgomery House 
The Jamestown 
Olinvllle Terrace 
bay Parkway Apartments 
First Woodhaven Housing 
Second AVoodhaven Housing 


Third Woodhaven Housing 

The Hamilton 

Lena Gardens 

Lincoln Cooperative 

Regent Gardens 

Bay Skhore Gardens 

Pelway Gardens 

Albert Apartments 

Oliver Gardens 

Aero Gardens 

Boulevard Gardens 

Anita Apartments 

Howard Gardens 

Man.sfield Gardens 

Quality Gardens 

Cedar Gardens 

Forest Hills Village 

Forest Hills Gardens 

Greystone Gardens 

Barnes Gardens 

Lanson Gardens 

Roder Gardens 

Ruskin Gardens 

Farragut Gardens No. 1, Inc. 

Farragut Gardens No. 2, Inc. 

Farragut Gardens No. 3, Inc. 
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Farragut Gardens No. 4, Inc. 
Farragut Gardens No. 5, Inc. 

■Queens College Gardens 
•Grand Central Apartments, Section 1 
Grand Central Apartments, Section 11 
'WoodclifP Gardens, Inc., Section I 
Woodcliff Gardens, Inc., Section II 
Larchmont Gardens 
•Dara Gardens 


The Normandie 

Breamood Gardens Apartments Sw« 
tion IV . ' 

Blossom Gardens 
Briarwood Gardens, Section I 
Brlarwood Gardens, Section II 
Troy Gardens 
Rego Terrace 
Rego Gardens 


Mr. Simon. As long as we are protecting the record, may we ask 
Mr. Tranb, have you produced the books here this morning called for 
by subpena ? 

Mr.WEisMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. I asked Mr. Traub. 

Mr. Traub. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Where are they ? 

Mr. Weisman. In the back of the room. 

Mr. Simon. Are all the books called for by the subpena here ? 

Mr. Traub. Mr. Weisman can answer. 

Mr. Simon. I am asking you. They are your books. 

Mr. Traub. I delivered the books to Mr. Weisman’s office about a 
month and a half ago. 

Mr. Simon. What books ? 

Mr. Traub. All the books that are in the office except the current 
checkbooks. 

Mr. Simon. Do you Itnow whether there are included in those books 
the clients’ ledger for which postings were made from the journal? 

Mr. Traub. I do not know. 

Mr. Simon. Y ou don’t know whether they are included ? 

Mr. Traub. No. All the books — I Iniow all tlie books are included. 

Mr. Simon. My question is : Do you Imow whether the books that you 
brought here this morning include the clients’ ledgers on which post- 
ings were made from the journal ? 

Mr. Traub. Mr. Simon, what ever books I have are here. 

Mr. Simon. My question is whether you know whether those books 
include the client’s ledgers from which postings were made from the 
journal ? 

Mr. Traub. Miss Krahan testified they do. 

Mr. Simon. That those books include the sheets she testified to as 
having been the ledgers on which she posted from the journal ? 

Mr. Traub. I think I heard her testify to that effect. 

Mr. Simon. Do the books that are here now include the ledgers on 
which she made the postings from the journal ? 

Mr. Traub. I don’t know what books are here and what books are 
not here. 

The Chairman. Let me say this : That we are going to rule on this 
matter at 4 o’clock today. We will ask you to come back at 4 o’clock, 
at which time we will rule on this matter. In the meantime, can we 
take inventory of these books to see whether or not they are all there? 
Do you have any objections to our people looking at them ? 

Mr. Weisman. Not at all, Senator, of course. 

Senator Payne. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask Mr. Traub a 
question if I may, or 2 or 3 questions before he leaves the stand. 

The Chairman. We will have to turn off tlie cameras here. We 
weren’t quite finished with you yet. You may proceed, Senator Payne. 
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Senator Payne. Mr. Traub, from the inception of your being in 
business, have you annually been provided by an accountant, or some 
other person, with a profit-and-loss stateihent at the close of each year 
and a balance sheet? 

Mr. Traub. No. ■ 

Senator Payne. Have you at any time during the period of time 
that you have been in business had the benefit of a profit-and-loss state- 
ment or a balance sheet ? 

Mr. Traub. No, sir. 

Senator Payne. Have you had accountants come in to audit the 
books of your company ? 

Mr. Traub. It is not a concern. It is a law firm. 

Senator Payne. A law firm. 

Mr. Traub. Yes, I have had accountants come in. 

Senator Payne. What years did you have them come in ? 

Mr. Traub. I think every year. 

Senator Payne. Every year. And did they submit to you — were 
they C. P. A.’s? 

Mr. Traub. Yes. 

Senator Payne. What was the name of the firm ? 

Mr. Traub. Greenberg &.Fishman. 

Senator Payne. They are located here in New York ? 

Mr. Traub. Yes. 

Senator Payne. They are certified public accountants ? 

Mr. Traub. Yes. 

Senator Payne. Did they make a thorough examination of the 
Accounts and certify to you as to the correctness of the accounts ? 

, Mr. Traub. I don’t Imow what type of accounting they made, and 
they never certified to me the correctness of the account. 

Senator Payne. They never submitted to you a balance sheet as a 
result of the examination ? 

Mr. Traub. They did not. 

Senator Payne. Mr. Chairman and the committee, I would suggest 
ut an appropriate time might request the presence either voluntarily 
or by subpena of the accounting firm in order that some questions 
might be asked of that firm. 

The Chairman. Yes. We will take that under advisement. 

What did the accounting firm do if they did not certify to you ? 

Mr. Traub. I know they came in, I think once a month, and prepared 
my income-tax returns. 

The Chairman. Once a year you mean ? 

Mr. Traub. No, they came in once a month to the best of my knowl- 
'edge and did prepare my income-tax returns. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know any reason why they didn’t sign the 
income-tax return ? 

Mr. Traub. No. 

Mr. Simon. It is customary for the accounting firm to so sign after 
it is prepared. There is no such certificate on these returns. Do you 
know why? 

Mr. Traub. No. 

The Chairman. Then we will now stand in recess until 2 o’clock. 
You be back at 4 o’clock and we, will rule on this matter. 

(Whereupon, at 12 : 28 p. m., the committee recessed until 2 p. m., 
the same day.) . 
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AFTERNOON SESSION , : . P 

The Chairman. The committee will please come to order. 

Our first witness will be Mr. Gilbert Tilles. 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth, so help you God! 

TESTIMONY OF GILBERT TILLES, KNIGHTSBRIDGE GARDENS, 

GREAT NECK, N. Y. 

Mr. Tilles I do. 

The Chairman. Will you give your full name and address to the 
reporter ? 

Mr. Tilles. Gilbert Tilles, 25 Hickory Drive, Great Neck. 

The Chairman. You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Tilles, are you the sponsor of Knightsbridg& 
Gardens ? 

Mr. Tilles. I am a sponsor, yes. 

Mr. Simon. Where is that located ? 

Mr. Tilles. In Great Neck. 

Mr. Simon. Great Neck, N. Y.? 

Mr. Tilles. Right. 

Mr. Simon. Can you give us the street address ? 

Mr. Tilles. I honestly couldn’t. I think there are any number of 
numbers there. I think it is 40, 60, and 80, Knightsbriage Road in 
Great Neck. 

Mr. Simon. Can you give us the streets it is bounded by ? 

Mr. Tilles. It is bounded on one side by Great Neck Road, and the 
other side, I honestly don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Have you ever been out there ? 

Mr. Tilles. Yes, sir, I live there. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know the name of the other street ? 

Mr. Tilles. No, I don’t, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Was that project insured by an FHA mortgage? 

Mr. Tilles, That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat was the amount of the mortgage ? 

Mr. Tilles. The amount of the mortgage was $1,051,300. 

Mr. Simon. Did you get a premium on the mortgage when you sold 
it? 

Mr. Tilles. I did, sir. 

Mr. Simon. "WHiat was the amount of the premium ? 

Mr. Tilles. $42,052. 

Mr. Simon. How much did the land cost you the building was 

built on? ' '' 

Mr. Tilles. The land cost was $52,833.50. 

Mr. Simon. What were all the other costs of the building, including 
the construction, financing charges, and so forth? 

Mr. Tilles. The actual construction cost as per the tax return was 

$749,769.70 , . , • 

Mr. Simon. When you add all the financing charges, does that bnng 

it up to $801,166? * 

Mr. Tilles. I haven’t those figures, sir, but if I can read them oit 
to you, the mortgage costs was $26,981.51. The other costs, meaning 
interest, real-estate taxes, insurance, operating expenses came to an- 
other $20,945.61. I haven’t the addition on that. 
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Mr. Simon. I think you will find that totals $601,166, and that plus 
the $52,833 was the total cost of everything that went in the project, 

js that right? 

Mr. Tilles. No. I will tell you. There is another $3,500 actually 
paid for 

Mr. Simon. Architect’s fees? I included that. 

Mr. Tilles. I didn’t include that. I didn’t know what you had 
there. 

Mr. Simon. The $853,000 includes the cost of the construction, the 
mortgage cost, the insurance and real-estate taxes and the architect’s 
fee and the land, 

Mr. Tilles. I assume if your addition is correct ; that is right. 

Mr. Simon. That means tlie proceeds of the mortgage were $239,353 
more than the total cost of the project; is that right? 

Mr. Tmes. I haven’t the figures in front of me, but I will follow 
your addition, 

Mr. Simon. Then upon completion of the building did you people 
distribute to yourselves $214,448 ? 

Mr. Tilles. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. That was, that $214,000 was out of the money left over 
from the mortgage after paying all the costs ? 

Mr. Tilles. I don’t know where that $214,000 came from. I mean 
the important part is that it was paid out in the form of dividends to 
the stockholders. 

Mr. Simon. Is there any place it could have come from other than 
the proceeds of the mortgage ? 

Mr. Tilles. No. I assume it came from that. 

Mr. Simon. What was the capital stock of that company ? 

' Mr. Tilles. $10,100. 

Mr. Simon. $100 went to the FHA Commissioner and $10,000 was 
put up by you people? 

Mr. Tilles. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. When was the building completed? Was it in Septem- 
ber of 1950? 

Mr. Tilles. It must have been approximately that date ; yes. 

Mr. Simon. September or October 1950? 

Mr. Tilles. I would say so. 

Mr. Simon. Before the end of that year you paid out this $214,000 
dividend; is that right? 

Mr. Tilles. By the end of that year ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The same year? 

Mr. IhLLEs, Bight. 

Mr. Simon. Did you treat that for your income tax as a long-term 
capital gain ? 

Mr. Tilles. I believe the accountant did, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t you on your income-tax return? 

Mr. Tilles. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you. 

The Chairman. Any questions? 

Thank you very much. 

Our next witness will be Mr. David Kent of the Dorie-Miller project. 

Will you be sworn, please ? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 
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TESXIKONY OF DAVID KENT, SOKtE-MIIXYB PROJECT, BROOELIk 
, ! - irH.iY., ACCOMPBSriBD BY IRVING BANE, COUNSEL 

V Mr. Kent. ’ I do; * ■ ' . 

The Chairjman. Will you please be seated? 

Mr. Lane. Senator Gapeliart, I would like permission to acldrfiss 
the committee, if you will, please. - 

The Chairman. For what purpose? 

Mr. Lane. Well, I feel in line witli tlio opening statement that you 
made this morning that you give all people who have been placed in 
an unjust light an (mportunity to explain themselves. 

The Chairman. Does this have to do with this witness or some other 
witness? 

Mr. Lane. It has to do with this witness. 

The Chairman. When we have finished asking him questions you 
can file or malie a statement. 

Mr. Lane. I would like to make the statement at the beginning of 
the hearing, if you please. 

The Chairman. We will listen to your statement after we. have 
asked certain questions. 

Mr. Lane. Thank you very much. 

The Chairman. Mr. Kent, will you give your full name and address 
to the r^orter? 

Mr. Kent. David Kent, 291 Exeter Street, Brooklyn 35, N. Y. 

Mr. Simon. Where were you the week of August 23, 1954 ? 

Mr. Kent. On the 23d of August I was in the country having a 
much-needed vacation. 

Mr. Simon. Where ? 

Mr. Kent. In the Laurels Country Club. 

Mr. Simon. When did you arrive there? 

Mr. Kent. I arrived there the morning, or the early noon of the 18th 
of August. 

Mr. Simon. August 18 ? 

Mr. Kent. That is right. 

Mr, Simon. And you stayed there until Friday evening, August 27? 

Mr. Kent. Friday afternoon, August 27. 

Mr. Simon. Did you decide to return to New York on August 27 
because you knew that was the final day of this committee’s hearings 
in New York? 

Mr. Kent. I decided to return to Nbav York because my children 
came home from camp that day. 

Mr. Simon. Did your wife know where you were any time during 
that 10 days you were absent from the city ? 

Mr. Kent. She did not, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the reason you didn’t let her know where 
you were ? 

Mr. Kent. I had been through a very difficult job. I haven’t been 
working since the 2d of December 1953. 

Mr. Simon. What was the reason you didn’t want your wdfe to 
know where you were ? 

Mr. Kent. I am telling you that, Mr. Simon. I had lost over 50 
pounds. I was feeling very badly, I Avas nervous, distraught, I Avas 
upset. I had pains under the heart. I went on a vacation and I did 
not want to be disturbed. I did not tell my wife. 
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Mr. Simon. Now, on August 18, the day you left New York, did 
you know that this committee wanted your appearance at a hearing 
here in New York the following week'^ 

Mr. Kent. I did not. 

Mr. Simon. Did you have a discussion with your lawyer that day ? 
Mr. Kent. I did not. 

Mr. Simon. Did you have a discussion with your lawyer that day? 
Mr. Kent. I did not. 

Mr. Simon. You did not talk to your lawyer on that date? 

Mr. Kent. I did not. 

Mr. Simon. Before you — at any time on August 18, 1954, did you 
communicate with your lawyer either over the telephone or by going 
into his office ? 

Mr. Kent. I saw my attorney the l7th of August. 

Mr. Simon. Did he tell you that this committee wanted your ap- 
pearance ? 

Mr. Kent. He didn’t. 

Mr. Lane. At this time, if you please, Mr. Simon, I don’t think it 
proper to ask that type of question — ^because any testimony of a 
lawyer 

The Chairman. Let me say this witness evaded this committee for a 
week. 

Mr. Lane. Let me disagree with that statement, Mr. Capehart, he 
did not evade any process in this case. 

Mr. Simon. You told the investigator you would produce the man 
in your office to be served with a subpena if we would agree to give 
you a continuance. 

Mr. Lane, That is correct, sir. I called you in Washington on the 
16th of August and I respectfully asked for an adjournment because 
I knew your committee would sit September 27, and I made a rea- 
sonable request, sir. 

Mr. Simon. When you were told you couldn’t have a continuance, 
did you suggest to him that he go out of town ? 

Mr. Lane. I didn’t suggest anything to liim at all and any sug- 
gestion or any advice that I gave him, sir, is my concern and Mr. 
Kent’s. It is not a proper question to ask because it is a confidential 
relationship. 

Mr. Simon. I think it is this committee’s concern when a lawyer 
advises his client not to appear before a hearing of this committee. 

Mr. Kent. Mr. Simon, I think you are in error. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t you tell our investigator on the morning of Au- 
gust 18 that if you were given a continuance you would produce him 
in your office that day to be served with a subpena. 

Mr. Lane. I spoke with your investigator about 11:30 or 12 noon 
and I told him I called you in Washington asking you to grant a post- 
ponement of this hearing. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t you tell him that if the postponement were 
granted, you would produce him that day to be served s 
Mr. Lane. Yes. I did say that, sir, but I made a reasonable request 
of your office because I felt that Mr. Kent here had cooperated with 
your office. He had given you everything you asked for, and if I make 
reasonable request knowing that this committee would be sitting in 
New York on September 27, it would not be denied. 
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Mr. Simon. Is it your thought that it was purely a coincidence that 
he left town the same day you were denied a request for continuancel 

Mr. Lane. No, sir, because the following day I went away. I 
on my vacation and I communicated with your office and told them 
that I was going on my vacation. 

The Chairman. Let’s get 

Mr. Lane. I requested that postponement because of that fact as 
well ; that 1 would not be in town. 

Mr. Simon. You overruled the committee and took the postpone- 
ment. 

Mr. Lane. I didn’t overrule the committee. I don’t think the 
innuendoes are proper at all, sir. 

The Chairman. Let’s get on with the business. 

Mr. Lane. I think that should be the thing, Senator Capehart. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Kent, did you build the Dorie-Miller project? 

Mr. Kent. I did. 

Mr. Simon. Where is that located ? 

Mr. Kent. Northern Boulevard and Central Parkway Extended, 
bounded by 112th Street, Central Parkway, 134th Avenue, and 
Northern Boulevard in Queens. 

Mr. Simon. Is that project built under section 213 of the Housing 
Act? 

Mr. Kent. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. That section provides for cooperative projects to be i 
built by nonprofit corporations or nonprofit trusts ? 

Mr. Kent. It is my impression it is a nonprofit cooperative organ- 
ization. 

Mr. Simon. Did you cause to be created in connection with that 
project a nonprofit corporation? 

Mr. Kent. I was instrumental. 

Mr. Simon. Who were the incorporators, or the people who caused 
this nonprofit corporation to be created ? 

• Mr. Kent. It is my impression that the incorporators were A. C. 
Lennon, Herbert Cantrowitz, and Samuel Morrow. 

Mr. Simon. How do you spell Morrow ? 

Mr. Kent. M-o-r-r-o-w. 

Mr. Simon. Who is Samuel Morrow ? 

Mr. Kent. Samuel Morrow, as I told you in the hearing in Wash- 
ington, is a brother-in-law of my brother. 

Mr. Simon. Is he a brother-in-law of your brother? 

Mr. Kent. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Does he work for you ? 

Mr. Kent. He does not. 

Mr. Simon. Did he act as an incorporator here at your request? 

Mr. Kent. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Who is Herbert Cantrowitz ? 

Mr. Kent. My brother. 

Mr. Simon. Does he work for you ? 

Mr. Kent. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did he act a^ an incorporator here at your request? 

Mr. Kent. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Is it fair to say that Mr. Morrow and Mr. Cantrowitz 
were your nominees in the creation of this corporation ? 

Mr. Kent. They were. 
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Mr. Simon. Who is Mr. Lennon ? 

Mr! Kent. A. C. Lennon is one of the cooperators. 

Mr! Simon. What is his business ? 

Mr! Kent. He is now engaged in the management, one of the man- 
agement firms, which manages the cooperative corporation. 

*^Mr. Simon. Is he a partner in the firm of H. & L. ? 

Mr! Kent. H. & L. Management Co. 

Mr! Simon. When was this nonprofit corporation created ? 

Mr. Kent. I think 1 originally tried to get a State housing job on 
it. I originally tried to incorporate it in 1950. 

Mr. Sn^toN. When was it incorporated ? 

Mr. Kent. The current Dorie-Miller was incorporated — it is my 
impression it was incorporated in late 1951 or early 1952. 

Mr. Simon. Did Mr. Lennon act as an incorporator here at your 
request ? 

Mr. Kent. He did. 

Mr. Simon. So that all three of them were your nominees, were 
tliey? 

Mr. &NT. They were. 

Mr. Simon. What was Mr. Lennon’s business at that time ? 

Mr. I^NT. He is secretary to Congressman PowelL 

Mr. Simon. Was he a paid secretary? 

Mr. Kent. I assume he is paid. 

Mr. Simon. Does he have an office in the Congressman’s office? 

Mr. Kent. He must. 

Mr. Simon. Is that where you dealt with him, in his office ? 

Mr. Kent. I dealt with him in his office. I also dealt with him on 
the job site. 

. ]\ir. Simon. And you asked him to be one of the sponsors, or incor- 
porators of this project? 

Mr. Kent. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. After the project, the nonprofit corporation was created, 
did it enter into a contract with you or a company controlled by you 
to build this project ? 

Mr. I^ENT. The cooperative made a contract with me to build this 
project. 

Mr. Simon. Was that with you personally? 

Mr. &NT. Personally, yes. 

Mr. Simon. And the people who acted on behalf of the cooperative 
were your brother and Mr. Morrow and Mr. Lennon, is that right ? 

Mr. Kent. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. They were all your nominees and they agreed with you 
on how much you should be paid for building the project ? 

Mr. Kent. That is not so. You are definitely wrong on that, Mr. 
Simon. 

Mr. Simon. Who acted on behalf of the nonprofit corporation in 
determining how much you should be paid ? 

Mr. Kent. These figures on the construction contract — and I may 
say that I waived approximately $235,000 in builder’s and architect’s 
fees to reduce it 

Mr. Simon. My only question is who represented the nonprofit co- 
operative corporation in negotiating with you for the amount of the 
builder’s contract ? 

,Mr. Kent. T'he construction contract was made up by the FHA. 

50690—64 — pt. 4 19 
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Mr. Simon. You had nothing to' say about it? 

Mr. Kent. A contract was cnered to me, based upon an application 
by the cooperative, and the contract was offered to me. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t you sign a construction contract with this non- 
profit cooperative ? 

Mr. Kent. I did. 

Mr. Simon. And who represented the nonprofit cooperative in sign- 
ing that construction agreement ? 

Mr. Kent. I think at the FHA I was requested to sign. 

Mr. Simon. No. Who represented the nonprofit corporation in 
negotiating the construction contract with you? 

Mr. Kent. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. I have before me a photostat copy of a construction 
contract dated April 7, 1952, between the Dorie-Miller Housing Co., 
Inc., and David Kent. You, of course, are David Kent. 

Mr. Kent. That is right, 

Mr. Simon. Is the Dorie-Miller Housing Co., Inc., this nonprofit 
corporation we have been talking about? 

Mr. Kent. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. And the contract is signed by you for David Kent? 

Mr. Ki'Nt. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. And for Dorie-Miller Housing Co. it is signed here by 
Herbert Cantrowitz, president, and Samuel Morrow, secretary. I ask 
you to look at the contract and tell me if that is their signatures ? 

Mr. Kent. I think — I know it is my signature. I am reasonably 
certain those are their signatures. 

Mr. Simon. Well then didn’t your brother and his brother-in-law 
act for this housing cooperative in signing this building contract with 
you ? 

Mr. Kent. They did. 

The Chairman. Then they are the people that represented the non- 
profit housing project, is that right? 

Mr. Kent. That is right. 

The Chairman. You didn’t know that a moment ago ? 

■ Mr. Kent. I didn’t know that until I saw that. 

The Chairman. You didn’t know that? 

Mr. Kent. I didn’t know who had signed the construction agree- 
ment. I had to refresh my recollection by seeing that. 

The Chairman. This helped you to refresh your memory ? 

Mr. Kent. That is right. 

The Chairman. Do the people who purchase the apartments in that 
cooperative apartment building own the land on which the building is 
built? ' 

Mr. Kent. They don’t. 

Mr. Simon. Who owns the land under the building? 

Mr. Kent. I do. 

Mr. Simon. And is that a 99-year lease? 

Mr. Kent. It is. 

Mr. Simon. And does that ‘lease provide for $4,120 annual rent to 
you for 99 years? 

Mr. Kent. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. And even after these people have paid off the mortgage 
on the buildinp^. you will still own the land under the building? 

Mr. Kent. Yes. * 
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^fr. Simon. You said a moment ago that the property is now man- 
aged by the L. &.H. Management Co.? 

Mr. Kent. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Who are the L. & H. Management Co.? .Who are the 

ownei*s of it ? 

Mr. Kent. The L. & H. Management Co. is Lennon and William J. 
Hampton, I think it is. 

Mr. Simon. Are Mr. Lennon and Mr. Hampton the owners of that 
company ? 

Mr. Kent. As far as I know. 

Mr. Simon. Who selected them to be the managers of the building? 
Mr. Kent. The Drydock Savings Bank, the FHA — any party con- 
cerned with that, because I have no privity to that contract. I don’t 
how anything about what is in that contract. 

Mr. Simon. As I understood you a moment ago at the time the 
project was first started, when the noncooperative association was in- 
corporated, you invited Mr. Lennon to be one of the sponsors ? 

Mr. E[ent. He Was going to be one of the cooperators. 

Mr. Simon. You invited Mr. Lennon and your brother and your 
I brother’s brother-in-law to be the three incorporators, is that right? 

! Ml’. Kent. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Did he ever hear of this project before. you went to 
bm? : • 

Mr. Kent. Did who hear of it ? 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Lennon. 

Mr. Kent. No. 


Mr. Simon. You were the first one to tell him about it ? 

Mr. Kent. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Who is Mr. Hampton ? 

Mr. Kent. Mr. Hampton is a secretary from Congressman Powell’s 
office. 


: Mr. Simon. So Lennon and Hampton are both secretaries in the 
I Congressman’s office? 

I Mr. &NT. That is right. 

Mr, Simon. Both on the Federal payroll? 

Mr. Kent. I assume so. 

Mr. Simon. And they are the two managers of the proiect* 

Mr. Kent. Yes. j • 

Mr. Simon. Isn’t there also a management consultant that they were 
required to retain? 

Mr. Kent. I don’t know that they were required to retain, but I 
do know that James Felt & Co. is management consultant on the 


Mr. Simon. Isn’t it true the Drydock Savings Bank, who hold the 
mortgage, refused to approve them as the management unless thev 
dm nire^ a management consultant? ^ 

Mr. IvENT. I don’t know that. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know that? 

to. toi. I have a letter here which might refresh my recollection. 
Mr. Simon. I would be glad to have you refresh your recollection. 

IvENT. This letter does not have that. 

Mr. ^MON. It does not refresh your recollection ? 

Mr. Kent. No. Will you repeat, your question ? 


i 

f 
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Mr. Simon. The question was whether or not the Drydock Savingc 
Bank refused to approve Lennon & Hampton as managers of the pro^ 
erty unless th^ hired management consultants. ^ 

Mr. I^NT. I don’t know that they refused. In fact, I know that 
Mr. Lee, tlie president, and Mr. Welton, the vice president, were very 
pleased to have Lennon & Hampton as the managing agents. 

Mr. Simon. This is Thurmond Lee you are talking jibout ? 

Mr. Kjent. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know that Thurmond Lee declined to write 
the letter approving them until they agreed to hire the mancagement 
agents ? 

Mr. Ejent. That I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. During the progress of construction, how frequently 
did Mr. Lennon and Mr. Hampton visit the project? 

Mr. ILent. They came down quite frequently. 

Mr. Simon. How frequently? Every week? 

Mr. Kent. At least every week. 

Mr. Simon. And this is a Negro cooperative housing project, isn’t it! 

Mr. Kjent. This is an interracial cooperative housing project. 

Mr. Simon. Were the cooperative apartments sold to the people who 
now own them in an office that was the Congressman’s office ? 

Mr. Kent. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did Mr. Lennon and Mr. Hampton help you sell the 
apartments ? 

Mr. Kent. They sold the apartments ; yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did they get paid for that? 

Mr. Kent. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. How much did they get paid for selling the apartments! 

Mr. Kent. It is my impression that they received approximately 
$15 an apartment. 

Mr. Simon. How many apartments are there? 

Mr. Kent. Well, they didn’t sell all the apartments. They sold 
somewhere in the area of 240-250 apartments. 

Mr. Simon. So for 250 apartments they would have gotten $3,750! 

Mr. Kent. About $3,400 or $3,500. 

Mr. Kent. I told you, Mr. Simon, that Mr. Hampton, I mean Mr. 
Lennon, received from me $250. That was when ne went to Cali- 
fornia, and my recollection is very clear on that now. I asked him 
to look for another site for me to build, if it were possible, to build 
another interracial housing job in California. 

Mr. Simon. So you paid his expenses to California so he could look 
for that site? 

Mr. Kent. I don’t know what his expenses to California were, but 
I paid him — it may have been more, but I paid him part of his expenses, 
if they were more. 

Mr. Simon. About how much ? 

Mr. Kent. $250. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever pay him anything else? 

Mr. Kent. I paid him $100 the following, oh, several months there- 
after, when he was — and I testified as to that in Washington — I paid 
him a hundred dollars when he was going down south, and it might 
have been on his vacation. I also asked him to look for another site, 
if there might be a feasible site for me there. 
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Mr. Simon. And in either one of these instances, did he find a site 

&nt. Nothing as pretty as Dorie-Miller. 

Mr. Simon. You are talking about land, I take it? 

Mr. Kent. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. He wasn’t able to find any land ? 

Mr. Kent. Any site comparable with Dorie-Miller. 

Mr. Simon. So for that reason didn’t pick any site because there 
wasn’t anything comparable? 

Mr. Kent. No. I was interested in finding an excellent site. 

Mr. Simon. He couldn’t find one for you ? 

Mr. Kent. He couldn’t. 

Mr. Simon. Other than the two trips that you paid part of the 
expenses of, and the $3,400 or $3,500 that Liennon & Hampton got 
for selling apartments, have either one of them received any funds 
from you or from this project other than their salary as managers? 
Mr. Kent. None that I know of. 

Mr. Simon. You would know if they got it out of the project, 
wouldn’t you ? 

Mr. Kent. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. And that is all ? 

Mr. Kent. That is all. 

Mr. Simon. Did they receive approximately $8,000 as managers of 
the project ? 

Mr. Kent. They received 3 percent of the rental income, which came 
to, I think, $8,800. 

Mr. Simon. Is that for last year ? 

Mr. I^ent. That is for, at the time they signed the contract. 

Mr. Simon. When was the contract signed ? 

Mr. Kent. I don’t know which date out I know that the contract 
went into effect when they took over the management in December 
of 1953. 

Mr. Simon. How frequently during construction did the Congress- 
man visit the project? 

Mr. Kent. He would be there every week, every couple of weeks. 
I mean he would come down quite frequently. 

Mr. Simon. He took a real active interest in it ? 

Mr. Kent. He was highly interested in seeing that a proper, good, 
decent job, in which Negroes could be acceptable was built; yes. 

Ml’. Simon. Now, in about September of 1952, did you have a con- 
versation with the Congressman at the project with respect to an 
automobile? 

Mr. K^nt. I had a conversation at the project. I can’t pinpoint 
the date. 

Mr. Simon. What is your best recollection of the date ? 

Mr. Kent. It might have been late September, possibly early 
October. 

Mr. Simon. Of what year ? 

Mr. Kent. Of 1952. 

Mr. Simon. Will you tell us what the convei’sation was ? 

Mr. Kent. He came down in a J aguar automobile. I saw him then. 
It was a beautiful car. 

Mr. Simon. That is, the J aguar was a beautiful car ? 

Mr. ICent. Yes. 



3000 


FHA INVESTIGATION 


I told him, I said, “Con^essman” — I used to call him Coiigres^an, 
or Dr. Powell — said, “That is a beautiful car you have there.*’' AjJ 
he said that it was a beautiful car but there was another ear he woul^ 
like to own, a Nash Healey, and it was designed by the leading de- 
signer in the automobile business, Farinari, or something, and he said 
he would like to own it. 

Mr. Simon. Any other conversation ? 

Mr. Kent. Yes. I asked him why he didn’t get it. He said he 
didn’t have the money to buy it. I asked him how much he would I 
need in order to get the Nash Healey. He said that he would, he 
needed about $3,000, and I offered to lend him $3,000 in order to buy 
tliat car. 

Mr. Simon. Was there any other conversation? 

' The Chairman. Did you lend him the $3,000 ? 

Mr. Kent. Yes, I did. 

' Mr. Simon. I have before me a copy of the order blanks of the Nash 
Healey Co. fgr this car, dated August 29, 1952. Would that reteh 
your recollection as to when he ordered it ? 

Mr. Kent. I don’t know when he ordered the car. 

Mr. Simon. Was there an interval of time between the time you 
said you would advance the money and the time he told you the car I 
y?as ready for delivery ? 

' Mr. Kent. No. T think he accepted delivery that day, the same 
day that I advanced him the money. 

Mr. Simon. -Yes, but did you offer to advance the money the same 
day you advanced it? 

Mr. Kent. No. 

Mr. Simon. Or was there an interval of time? 

Mr. Kent. I don’t understand your question. 

Mr. Simon. You have just testified to a conversation that you had 
with Mr. Powell in front of this project. 

Mr. Kent. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. In which you said you would advance the $3,000 to buy 
the car. 

Mr. Kent. I would lend him $3,000 with which to buy the car. 

Mr. Simon. When was that with relation to the day on which you 
gave him the check for $3,000? 

Mr. Kent. I understand now. He called me, I thinlc it was a couple 
of weeks thereafter — it could have been 2 or 3 weeks — and told me 
he was ready to accept delivery of the car. 

Mr. Simon. What did you do then ? 

Mr. Kent. I went over to his office. I drove over, to his office in 
Manhattan. Hisofficeisat 132 West 138th Street. 

Mr. Simon. Did you give him the check? 

Mr. K!ent. I went up to his office. He was busy at the time. I got 
word to him I was there. Some time, I think in the afternoon it was, 
and I met with the Congresman, and told him that I was ready to 
make the loan. 

Mr. Simon. Was that on Odtober 15, 1952 ? 

Mr. Kent. No. It was on October 14, 1952. 

Mr. Simon. The check that you apparently have a photostat of in 
your hand is dated October 15, 1952. 

Mr. Kent. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. That was the day before? 
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Hr. Kent. No ; this was the day before — I made the date out, it was 
after banking hours; I generally make a check for the following day, 
but it was on the 14th of October. 

Hr. Simon. It was on the 14th and you gave him a check dated 
October 15, 1952, for $3,000, payable to the order of Adam Clayton 
Powell, Jr.? 

Hr. I^ent. That is right. 

Hr. Simon. The reverse side shows that he endorsed it and it was 
deposited in the Bank of Manliattan Co. to the credit of Nash Healey, 

Inc.; is that right? 

Hr. Kent. That is right. 

Hr. Simon. It also shows it was deposited in the Bank of Man- 
hattan on October 1 5, 1952 ? 

Hr. Kent. That is correct. It is also my impression that the man 
from the Nash Healy Co. was at the office the night of the 14th to 
pick up the check. 

Hr. Simon. Where was the automobile delivered to Mr. Powell ? 
Mr. Kent. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know whether the automobile was delivered to 
him on the site of the job ? 

Mr. Kent. I couldn’t say. 

Mr. Simon. I show you a picture here of a construction shack, with 
a large sign on the top of the shack saying ‘‘Dorie-Miller Cooperative 
Apartments.” And in the background is a building under con- 
struction. 

I ask you when you look at it to tell me whether that is the Dorie- 
Miller project which you built, and in front of the building is an 
automobile with a man in it, ana another man standing beside it, and 
I ask if this is the automobile and if Mr. Powell is sitting in the car 
and whether this is the Nash salesman who is standing beside it ? 

Mr. Kent. This is the Dorie-Miller site. 

Mr. Simon. That is the site of the job? 

Mr. Kent. That is the site. ' 

Mr. Simon. Is that the Nash salesman standing aside the car? 
Mr. Kent. I don’t know whether the Nash salesman is. 

Mr. Simon. You said a moment ago the salesman was there. 

Mr. Kent. A man from the Nash Healey Co. was there. 

Mr. Simon. Was this the man? 

Mr. Kent. I don’t think this is the man who was there. I am 
certain because this man was bald, and the man in my recollection 
was a much younger man. That is Congressman Powell, and that is, 
looks lilre the Nash Healey, and that was taken before the car was 
bought. 

Mr. Simon. Before the car was bought? 

Mr. Kent. That is my impression ; yes. I wasn’t at the site at the 
time. 

Mr. Simon. When was this photograph taken ? 

Mr. Kent. You couldn’t pinpoint the time. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know whether it was before or after October 
14? 

Mr. Kent. I am reasonably certain that it was taken before Octo- 
ber 14. 

Mr, Simon. Now, if you wiU notice the automobile has dealer license 
plates on it. Did you notice that? 
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Mr. Kent. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. And would that indicate to you that the car was, or 
had been in the dealer’s possession at least up until the time this pic- 
ture was taken? 

Mr. Kent. It might tend to show that. 

Mr. Simon. I show you another picture in the same background 
and Mr. Powell is signing what looks like an order blank from tlie 
man beside him. Does that refresh your recollection any ? 

Mr. Kent. I wasn’t there at the time nor do I know what the Con- 
gressman is writing there. He might have been giving him his auto- 
graph. 

Mr. Simon. I show you another picture with the baldheaded man, 
as you pointed out, handing what looks to be the keys to Mr. Powell, 
and ask you if that is Mr. Powell taking the keys to this car? 

Mr. Kent. I see this gentleman handing Congressman Powell some- 
thing. I don’t know what it is. 

Mr. Simon. It looks like the keys, don’t you think ? 

Mr. Kent. I wouldn’t venture a guess. 

Mr. Simon, Now I show you another picture with maybe 30 work- 
men in the picture, and I ask you if these are the workmen who were 
working on the job? 

Mr. KIent. I recognize some of the men who worked on the job; 
yes. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know what reason there was why the workmen 
stopped work and all had their picture taken with Mr. Powell around 
the automobile? 

Mr. Kent. I would feel proud to be around the Congressman. I 
assume that these men were proud to be with the Congressman. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know what reason there was for stopping the 
work and everybody going down to have his picture taken? 

Mr. Kent. As far as I recollect, I wasn’t there at the time. 

Mr. Simon. Did you know these pictures had been taken ? 

Mr. Kent. I knew pictures had been taken. I didn’t know these 
pictures were taken but I do have a recollection of him coming after 
workii^ hours. 

Mr. Simon. What was the purpose of these pictures being taken? • 

Mr. Kent. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. WTien did you first learn that pictures had been taken? 

Mr. Kent. The following day, when I spoke to the men and I had 
learned that the Congressman was on the job and that pictures had 
been taken. 

Mr. Simon. Then if you learned about it the following day you can 
fix the time when these pictures were taken ? 

Mr. KiiNT. No ; I can’t fix that time. I wouldn’t venture a guess. 
I mean I can possibly guess as to the time of day, but not which day 
it was. 

Mr. Simon. It is the day I am interested in. 

Mr. Kent. I couldn’t pinpoint it. 

Mr. Simon. Did you have anything to do with the purchase of the 
Jaguar? 

Mr. Kent. No. 

Mr. Simon. You didn’t advance the money or loan the money tor 
that? 

Mr. Kent. I made only one loaii to Congressman Powell. 
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}/[ y , Simon. Now with respect to the terms of this loan, it was made 
in October 

The Chairman. First let me ask this: Has the $3,000 loan been 

paid? 

Mr. Kent. It has not been paid. 

The Chairman. How much has been paid on it? 

Mr. Kent. Nothing. 

The Chairman. Nothing has been paid on it? 

Mr. Kent. No. 

The Chairman. It is what now, about 3 years old? 

Mr. Kent. It is less than 2 years. 

Mr. Simon. October 14, 1952, is the date you gave the money, is that 

right ? 

Mr. Kent. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You were interrogated on July 28, 1954, in Wasli- 
ington? 

Mr. Kent. I was. 

Mr. Simon. Were you asked these questions and did you make these 
answers, and I am reading from page 4472 of the transcript: 

Question : That was in October of 1952, which is 

Mr. Kent. Some time in the fall of 1952. 

Question. And it w’as due on demand after some date in January 1953? 

That is, the loan was due on demand after January 1953. 

Mr. Kent. That is right. 

Mr. Kent. That is true. 

Mr. Simon (reading) : 

Question. Have you ever made demand for payment of the note? 

Mr. Kent. I hold — I have never made a demand. 

Question. You have never made a demand for payment? 

Mr. Kent. No. 


Question. Do you ever intend to? 

Mr. Kent. How can I answer that? 

Question. I don’t know. 

Mr. Lane. You answer it. 

Mr. Kent. Of course I intend to get paid. 

Question. When? 

Mr. Kent. When the Congressman has the money to pay me. 

Question. As I understand it from you it was on demand. When do you 
Intend to make demand for payment? 

Mr. Kent. When I loaned it to him I told him, “Pay me when you are flush.” 
Question : If he is never flush, you don’t expect to get it? 

Mr. Kent, I expect that he is an honorable man. 

Question. Do you ever intend to make a demand or do you intend to wait until 
be feels he is in a position to pay it? 

Mr. Kent. I would like to have him come to me and offer to pay it. I would 
rather have him offer to pay it. 


Were those questions asked and did you make those answers, Mr. 
Kent? 

Mr. Kent. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Simon. As I understand it, the note was due — tlie note was 
dated in October 1952, and due on demand after January 1953? 

Mr. Kent. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. And in the 21 months that have elapsed you have made 
no demand? 

Mr. Kent. I have not. 
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Mr. Simon. Now the note as I understand it also provides for I 
interest at 1 percent? * I 

Mr. Rent. That is right. I 

Mr. Simon. When did Mr. Powell fii*st pay you any interest? I 

The Chairman. You say the interest is 1 percent? I 

Mr. Kent. One percent. I 

The Chairman. One percent a year ? ■ 

Mr. Kent. That is one percent a year. I 

Mr. Simon. When did Mr. Powell first pay you any interest? I 

Mr. Kent. I was paid interest on, let’s see, Bill Hampton gave me I 

an envelope I 

The Chairman. Who gave you ? I 

Mr. Kent. Mr. Hampton. I 

The Chairman. That is Mr. Powell’s secretary ? I 

Mr. Kent. That is right — ^gave me an envelope which contained an I 
interest check on the 5th of April. I 

Mr. Simon. Do you have any I 

The Chairman. The 5th of April this year ? I 

Mr. Kent. The 5th of April 1954. I 

Mr. Simon. That was a $30 check? I 

Mr. Kent. That is right. I 

Mr. Simon. That was interest for the period from October 1952, I 
to October 1953, is that right ? I 

Mr. Kent. It was 1 yearns interest from the time of making, yes. I 

Mr. Simon. That would be October 1952, to October 1953 ? I 

Mr. Kent. That is right. I 

Mr. Simon. And you received it in April 1954 ? I 

Mr. Kent. That is right. I 

Mr. Simon. Now, do you have any written record of the date on I 
which that check was handed to you ? I 

Mr. Kent. I have a very good recollection of that date on which I 
that check was given me. ' I 

Mr. Simon. What is the reason you have such a good recollection 
of the date? 

Mr. Kent. Well, I was called on Saturday, April 3, by Mr. Hamp- 
ton. He wanted to see me on the job site. There was something he 
wanted to show me in the boiler room, some concrete that he wanted 
to show me in the boiler room and I arranged — he told me that 
lie had an envelope for me. I arranged to meet him on the job site 
the following Monday, which was the 5th of April. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have any record of that meeting ? 

Mr. Rent. I don’t make entries as to meeting with people. I don’t 
have an entry as to meeting here. „ 

Mr. Simon. The reason .1 ask is that you were reasonably vague 
about these other dates, and here you are very precise and 1 week 
would make a big difference. The check I know is dated April 3. 

Mr. Kent. I looked at the check on the 5th day of April. 

Mr. Simon. But as you probably know, the President made an an- | 
nouncement on April 10 about the FHA scandal. 

Mr. Kent. I don’t know what date the President made an an- 
nouncement. We discussed that in Washington and you tried to pin- ; 
point iL Mr. Simon. 

Mr. Simon. All you have to do is get a newspaper for April 10 and 
you can read in the newspapers. 
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Mr. Kent. But I haven’t gotten the newspapers. 

Mr. Simon. You weren’t curious between July and now to check 

that up? ^ 

Mr. Kent. No ; I wasn’t. 

Mr. Simon. You recall in July when we examined you we were quite 
concerned as to whether this check was given to you after the an- 
nouncement of the FHA scandals or before. 

Mr. Kent. There was no tieup in my mind as to any connection 
between any announcement in any newspapers and my receipt of this 
check. 

Mr. Simon. Kegardless of whether there was a tieup in your mind 
or not, Mr. Kent, do you have any record that indicates the date on 
which you got this $30 check ? 

Mr. Kent. The record I get from this check, because when I look at 
it, on the 5th, I saw it was dated the 3d. 

The Chairman. When did you deposit the check to cash it ? 

Mr. Kent. I never deposited it. 

The Chairman. You haven’t cashed it to this date ? 

Mr. Kent. No. 

The Chairman. Why ? 

Mr. Kent. Because Congressman Powell is a friend of mine. I am 
not in the business of making loans to friends. I mean, I am not in 
the business of making loans. 

The Chairman. Why did he give you the $30 check if he didn’t ex- 
pect you to cash it ? 

Mr. Kent. I didn’t say that. I didn’t expect to cash it. 

The Chairman. You don’t expect to cash it? 

Mr. Kent. This is a friendly loan. I don’t expect to make a profit 
on it. 

The Chairman. You wouldn’t make much profit on 1 percent. 

Mr. Kent. I have never paid interest on any loan I have had in 
tlie past nor do I expect to receive any interest from friendly loans. 
I don’t make business loans. 

The Chairman. In other words, you never intended to cash this 
$30 check ? 

Mr. Kent. I never intended to cash it. In fact, when Congressman 
Powell comes to me and pays me this $3,000, I intend to return this 
check to him. 

The Chairman. When do you think he will come to you and pay the 
$3,000 ? Do you have any idea ? 

Mr. Kent. Right at present I don’t, but I am certain that he will 
come and pay it. It may be soon. 

Mr. Simon. Is it still your position, Mr. Kent, that when he is 
flush he will pay it and you will not make a demand on him until he is 
flush? 

Mr. Kent. He is a very honorable man. He is a good friend of 
mine. He will pay the loan. 

Mr. Simon. Is it still your position that you don’t intend to make 
a demand on him and you will wait until he is flush and then he will 
pay you ? 

Mr. Kent. I would stiU rather have him come and offer to pay it to 
me, rather than make a demand. 

Mr. Simon. But my question is whether you intend at any time to 
make a demand for the payment of the loan ? 
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Mr. Kent. I can’t answer that. 

^ Mr. Simon. You can’t answer whether you ever intend to make r 
demand? 

Mr. Kent. I don’t know how I will feel tomorrow or 10 days from 
now. 

Mr. Simon. But currently 

Mr. Kent. Currently I hope he will pay it because he is a very 
honorable person. 

The Chairman. Had you ever had any business dealings or relation- 
ship with Congressman Powell prior to the time you started the con- 
struction of this project? 

Mr. Kent. I met — I had no other business dealings with him. 

The Chairman. Your first connection with him in a business way or 
otherwise was in connection with this project? 

Mr. Kent. That is right. 

The Chairman. In other words, you started this project when? 

Mr. Kent. I started — I bought this land in 1949 and I went to see 
Congressman Powell either in 1950 or the early part of 1951. 

The Chairman, And prior to that time you had had no connection 
with him whatsoever? 

Mr. Kent. No. 

The Chairman. And your connection with Congressman Powell 
stems from this project? 

Mr. Kent. My connection with Congressman Powell stems from a 
very fine friendship. 

The Chairman. As a result of this project? 

Mr. Kent. As a result of my meeting him and discussing the bene- 
fits of cooperative housing as rar as minority groups were concerned. 

The Chairman. I said as a result of this project. 

Mr. Kent. Yes. 

The Chairman. That is what this project is. 

Mr. Kent. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. How many units are there in the project? 

Mr. Kent. Three hundred. 

Mr. Simon. You said that Lennon and Hampton received a com- 
mission on the sale of 250, approximately, units? 

Mr. Kent. Approximately. 

Mr. Simon. Did anybody else receive a commission on the sale of 
the remaining units? 

Mr. Kent. A Mr. Plerman Campbell. 

Mr.* Simon. Who is he? 

Mr. Kent. He is a real-estate broker who was not sufficiently effec- 
tive in the sale of these apartments." 

Mr. Simon. As I understand it, Mr. Powell’s office was used for 
selling these units? 

Mr. Kent. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Was any compensation or remuneration given to liim 
for using his office in the sale of these units? 

Mr. Kent. I think he received his compensation in the fact that the 
people were or had housing made available to them. 

Mr. Simon. Let me ask : Was any monetary compensation given to 
him for use of his office? 

Mr. Kent. None. 
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Mr. Simon. Could it be that this automobile transaction was to 
show your appreciation for using his office to sell these units? 

Mr. Kent. It could not possibly be. 

Mr. Simon. No connection at all? 

Mr. Kent. No connection whatsoever. 

Mr. Simon. Is it purely a coincidence that Lennon and Hampton 
received these commissions for selling units and are now on the pay- 
roll as the managers of these buildings and are also the congressional 
secretaries of Congressman Powell ? 

Mr. Kent. Lennon and Hampton are very competent people. 

Mr. Simon. I am sure they are. I was wondering whether they 
were chosen as managers of the. project because they were Mr. Powell’s 
secretaries or whether that was just pure coincidence. 

Mr. Kent. They were chosen, not by me — they were chosen because 
tliey were competent people. They were going to live on the site. 
Mr. Simon. Who chose them? 

Mr. Kent. I stated before that the Drydock Savings Bank, in con- 
sultation with all interested parties. I understand the FHA had to 
approve the management contract. 

Mi\ Simon. Certainly the Drydock Savings Bank did approve them, 
but I think they would deny selecting them. Do you know who 
selected them? 

Mr. Kent. I think the Drydock Saving Bank selected them. 

Mr. Simon. Is it your testimony that they were the ones who had 

the idea for making these people 

Mr. Kent. These people might have had the idea they would like 
to be managing agent and I can see nobody more competent to be the 
managing agent, but as far as the selection is concerned, I don’t know 
who was the actual person who selected them. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you very much. 

Tlie Chairman. Any further questions? 

If not, we thank you very much. 

Mr. Kent. I would like to read a statement. 

Tlie Chairman. You may proceed to make your statement. 

Mr. Kent. Thank you for your kind permission. 

I am a builder who did not make a windfall profit. In fact, I waived 
a builder’s fee of approximately $127,000. My architect waived a simi- 
lar fee. As a result, the cooperators received the benefit of substantial 
savings amounting to almost a quarter of a million dollars, and were 
therefore able to acquire apartments at very nominal cost. The presi- 
dent of the Drydock Savings Bank said, and I quote : 

The downpayments for apartments in Dorie-Miller were less than one-half of 
those in the other developments. 

I erected a good, sound structure and in a beautiful locality for 
minority groups. Again I respectfully quote from the statement mad^ 
by the president of the Drydock Savings Bank : 

Realizing what a splendid site it was, we determined to make the investment 
if we could satisfy ourselves that the houses would be as well built as possible, 
within the scope of Federal Housing Administration specifications. Fortunately 
the builder was cooperative in this respect. 

I think it fair to say that when these buildings are completed and approved by 
the FHA and our architect they will be as well constructed as any buildings of 
their character in the city of New York, and better than many. 
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Paragraph 3. I am proud to say that with the aid of the Federal 
Housing Administration, and the Dry dock Savings Bank, I was able 
to provide and make available to minority groups decent housing ac- 
commodations. 

Paragraph 4. Contrary to newspaper insinuations, I have been a 
very cooperative citizen. On less than 24 hours’ notice by telephone I 
flew to Washington, D. C., and voluntarily appeared before the Sen- 
ate Banking and Currency Committee. I testified fully and freely. 
Prior to that, I willingly met and conferred with Mr. McManus, one of 
the staJff investigators of the said committee. At his request I prepared 
and submitted certain desired data. 

I interrupted a visit with my children at camp and drove over 300 
miles in a torrential rain in order to give the committee certain photo- 
stats that it requested. 

6. I had not been served with a subpena to appear on August 25, as 
several newspapers reported. It is not true that I disobeyed a subpena. 

I was away on a much-needed vacation at the time. 

6. As soon as I learned of the request for my presence here on Sep- 
tember 27, 1954, 1 promptly appeared at the office of the United States 
marshal I asked for and accepted a subpena. This fact can be easily 
verified. 

7. I have been unjustly attacked and defamed, and I therefore wish 
to express my sincere gratitude to Senator Capehart for permitting 
me to make this clarifying statement. 

The Chairman. Any further questions ? 

If not, we thank you very much for your testimony. 

Mr. Lane. Thank you, sir. 

The Chairman. Our next witness will be Mr. Louis Mintz. Will 
you be sworn, please? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? 

TESTIMONY OF LOUIS MINTZ, KINGSWAY, BROOKLYN, N. Y., 
ACCOMPANIED BY LARRY PODELL, COUNSEL 

Mr. Mintz. I do. 

The Chairman. Thank you, sir. 

Please be seated. The gentleman with you is your attorney ? 

Mr. Mintz. That is ri^t. This is my attorney, Mr. Podell. 

The Chairman. Please give your name and address to the reporter. 

. Mr. Mintz. My name is Louis Mintz. I live at 5566 Kings High- 
way, Brooklyn. \ ,. 

The Chairman. You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Mintz, are you one of the sponsors of the Kingsway 
Development Co.? 

Mr. Mintz. lam. 

Mr. Simon. What is the project that that company built ? 

Mr. Mintz. Section 608. ' • ^ 

Mr. Simon. Where is it? 

Mr. Mintz. Kings Highway, East 95th to East 96th Streets. 

Mr. Simon. What was the capital stock of the Kingsway Develop- 
ment Co.? 
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Mr. Mintz. $45,56T.96. • j « 

' Simon. How many shares of stock were issued f 

jlr Mintz, It was either 100 or 200 shares. 

Mr, Simon. How many were there? 

]^ir. Mintz. I believe there were 100 shares of common and 100 
shares of preferred. 

Mr. Simon. How much was paid for the common per share « 

Mr. Mintz. The total amount recorded is the figure I just gave 

^^Mr. Simon. What was the amount paid per share for the common 

Mr. Mintz. Well, you divide it by 100 and you arrive at the share. 

Mr. Simon. MTiat was the par value of the common stock ? 

Mr. Mintz. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. How many shares of common stock did you own ? 

Mr. Mintz. 30 percent. 

Mr. Simon. 30 shares? 

Mr. Mintz. 30 percent of the shares. 

Mr. Simon. 30 shares? 

Mr. Mintz. Yes. No, 30 percent. 

Mr. Simon. How many common shares were there ? 

Mr. Mintz. I believe a hundred. 

Mr. Simon. Wouldn’t 30 percent of 100 be 30 shares ? 

Mr. Mintz, That is right. 

Mr, Simon. How much did you pay for those 30 shares ? 

Mr. Mintz. 30 percent of the common stock. 

Mr, Simon. How many dollars did you pay for it ? 

Mr. PoDELL. May I answer? 

Mr. Simon. If you can tell us how many dollars he paid for his 
30 shares. 

Mr. PoDELL. We were a little indefinite on the number of shares 
because frankly we were interested in the total amounts. There was 
$1,000 cash contributed for all of the common stock and land which 
had a cost basis to the stockholders of $44,567.96. The number of 
dollars per share, as I said, if you don’t know the exact amount of 
the stock issue we can’t give you that. We are giving total figures. 

Mr. Simon. The number of dollars paid in for common was $1,000 
and you also put in the land which was $45,000 ? 

Mr. PoDELL. It had a value far in excess of that. 

Mr. Simon. Is that right? 

Mr. PoDELL. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. The number of dollars was $1,000 for the common 
stock? 

Mr. PoDEEL. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Is that right? 

Mr. PoDELL. The number of dollars that were paid, yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. For the common stock was $1,000. 

Mr. PoDELL. That is right. [Nods head affirmatively.] 

Mr. Simon. The reporter doesn’t get you when you shake your 
head. 

Mr. PoDELL. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What was the amount of the mortgage, Mr. Mintz ? 

Mr. Mintz. $1,253,800. 
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Mr. Simon. How much of a premium did you get when you sold 
the mortgage? 

Mr. Mintz. The gross was $47,017.50. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost of the land? 

Mr. Mintz. The cost was $44,567.96. 

Mr. Simon. What were the financing costs, and the construction 
costs? 

Mr. Mintz. Without the land, $1,105,829.82. 

Mr. Simon. Total with the land would be $1,150,830? 

Mr. Mintz. Approximately that. 

Mr. Simon. Therefore, the total cost of the building and the land 
including the financing costs and all other charges, was $150,000 less 
than the pi'oceeds of the mortgages'; is that right? That is, $149,9881 

Mr. PoDELL. Without the cost of the land ? 

Mr. Simon. No, with the cost of the land and with the premium 
on the mortgage. 

Mr. Mintz. The difference between the mortgage and the total cost 
is $103,502. 

Mr. Simon. You got a $47,000 premium on the mortgage, didn’t 
you? Is that rights 

Mr. Mintz. Iliat wasn’t net. We paid out over $12,000 of that 
premium. 

Mr. Simon. Only 35 of it was net ? 

Mr. Mintz. That is right 

Mr. Simon. Then the proceeds of the mortgage exceeded the total 
cost by $138,000 ;is that right? 

Mr. Mintz. About that, yes. 

Mr. Simon. When was the building completed ? 

Mr. Mintz. I guess about August of 1950. 

Mr. Simon. August of 1950? 

Mr. Mintz. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. In that year, how much did you distribute to your- 
selves in cash ? 

Mr. Mintz. $216,000, 

Mr. Simon. Where did the $216,000 come from ? 

Mr, Mintz. There was $45,000, the land, capital stock, net 

’ Mr. Simon, It came out of the mortgage proceeds, didn’t it? 

Mr. Mintz. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. The $216,000 that you paid up yourselves within a 
couple of months after the project was finished was the money left 
over out of the mortgage, is that right ? 

Mr. Mintz. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Now, a builder’s f^,e of 3 percent was paid to Mar- 
Mintze Homes, is that right? 

Mr. Mintz. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And the cost you gave me are after payment of that 
builder’s fee? 

Mr. Mintz. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. So that even though you had to pay builder’s fee and 
even though you had to pay architect’s fees, you still were able to 
come out with better than 10 percent of the mortgage proceeds left 
over? Is that right. 

Mr. Mintz. Yes. 
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Mr. Simon. Did you build this project to rent it, and to get income 
from the rentals, or did you build the project to see how much money 
you could make out of the mortgage money ? 

^ Mr. Mintz. Well, that is, first, when I built, naturally I built it 
for income purposes. 

Mr. Simon. When you built it you weren’t intended to make a 
profit out of the mortgage money ? 

^ Mr. Mintz. No. 

Mr. Simon. Was it your intention when you started this that the 
costs would be in excess of the mortgage proceeds ? 

Mr. Mintz. Well, that is a little difficult to say at that time. I 
don’t project my mind back to that particular period. 

Mr. Simon. Wlien you started this building, was it your intention 
that the mortgage proceeds would more than pay for all the costs 
and you would mortgage out, as they say ? 

Mr. Mintz. Well, so the rumor went, but you never know how these 
things turn out until you actually construct them. 

Mr. Simon. Do you mean by that that was what you intended to 
do although you had no insurance it would work out that way ? 

Mr. Mintz. I wsls hoping so, I had no assurance, no. 

Mr. Simon. How big a windfall did you estimate you would make 
when the project was completed? 

Mr. Mintz. We never use the word “windfall.” 

Mr. Simon. You don’t like that word ? 

Mr. Mintz. No. I don’t like that word. Frankly 

Mr. Simon. The reason I asked you these questions is that I notice 
within 2 months of completing the project, you paid yourselves $216,- 
OOO out of the mortgage proceeds, and then the following year you 
sold the whole thing for only $100,000. 

Mr. Mintz. That was subject to the $1,253,000. 

Mr. Simon. Yes; but that was after you had taken home $216,000; 
is that right ? 

Mr. Mintz. No. 

Mr. Simon. "Wlien did you pay yourselves the $216,000? 

Mr. Mintz. That was ]ust beiore we sold the property. 

Mr. Simon. Just before you sold the property ? 

Mr. Mintz. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. How much did you sell it for ? 

Mr. Mintz. $100,000 above the commitment. 

Mr. Simon. Did you get the $100,000 ? 

Mr. Mintz. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. How much of it did you get ? 

Mr. Mintz. About $85,000 or $90,000, my 30 percent of whatever 
that figure is. 

Mr. Simon. The 3 of you got $85,000 or $90,000 to take home out 
of the amount ? 

Mr. Mintz. Four of us. 

Mr. Simon. You got $85,000 or $90,000 out of the $100,000? 

Mr. Mintz. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Then you also got a $30,000 builder’s fee, didn’t you ? 
Mr. Mintz. Yes ; we got that. 

Mr. Simon. The same group got that ? 

Mr. Mintz. That is right. 
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Mr. Simon. So when was the biiilrling completed? • > 

Mr. Mintz. The latter part of 1950. 

Mr. Simon. What do you mean by that? 

Mr. Mintz. About August or September. 

Mr. Simon. When did you sell it 1 

Mr. Mintz. A couple of months after that. 

Mr. Simon. About 2 months after that ? 

Mr. Mintz. That is right. Wasn't it? Just a minute. About the 
same time. 

Mr, Simon. About the same time it was completed ? 

Mr. Mintz. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Substantially upon completion of the building you 
sold it? 

Mr. Mintz. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And you got $216,000 out of the mortgage proceeds? 
$85,000 or $90,000 out of the sale? 

Mr. Mintz. No. My attorney tells me I didn’t get the $216,000. 

Mr. PoDELL. The $216,000 is not solely out of the mortgage pro- 
ceeds. I believe you had a figure of $140,000 from the mortgage 
proceeds. It is your own figure. 

Mr. Simon. I have no figures of my own. All I know is what this 
man tells me. I am trying to find out whether the $216,000 includes 
the $85,000, or is in addition to the $85,000. 

Mr. Mintz. I have a breakdown of what it includes if I may give 
you the figures. 

Mr. Simon. Did you pay yom’self a dividend of $216,000 ? 

Mr. Mintz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You did? 

MEr jMintz. "Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Was the $85,000 or $90,000 on the sale of the property 
in addition to that or included in that ? 

Mr, Mintz. That is in addition to that. 

Mr. Simon. In addition to that? 

Mr. Mintz. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Is that right? 

Mr. Mintz. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. So you got $216,000 plus $85,000 or $90,000? 

Mr. Mintz. But that $85,000 or $90,000 had nothing to do with the 
mortgage proceeds. 

Mr. Simon, I understand that. That was within 2 or 3 months 
after finishing the building? 

Mr. Mintz. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You sold your stock for.$^5,000 or $90,000? 

Mr. Mintz. That is right. It was resold. 

Mr. Simon. All right, but you sold your stock for $85,000 or 
$90,000 ? 

Mr. Mintz. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Within 2 months after finishing the building? 

Mr. Mintz. That is right. • 

Mr. Simon. Before you sold it you had taken out $216,000 out of 
the mortgage proceeds in addition to $30,000 in builder’s fees? 

Mr. Mintz. That doesn’t take into consideration the land. 

Mr. Simon. Isn’t the $216,000 a dividend? 

Mr. Mintz. That includes the land. 
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Mr. Simon. That included the land? 

Mr. Mintz. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. So if you take off the $45,000, only $117,000 

Mr! Mintz. No, I take another $100,000 off of that figure, too. 

Mr. Simon. How much did the land cost you ? 

Mr. Mintz. The land cost $44,000. 

Mr. Simon. And $44,000 from $216,000 leaves $172,000 doesn’t it? 

Mr. Mintz. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Is there any other expenses you had there ? 

Mr. PoDELL. Are you trying to arrive at the $216,000 ? 

Mr. Simon. I am merely trying to find out what he got out of it. 

Mr. PoDELL. They took the $216,000 as a return for their land, for 
their capital and as part of the mortgage premium, that had been 
paid. 

Mr. Simon. Your client testified a minute ago — Mr. Mintz, did I 
hear you right that there was a $216,000 dividend paid ? 

Mr. Mintz. Yes, but that included the land. 

Mr. Simon. The land cost $44,000, is that right? 

Mr. Mintz. That is right. That was our cost. 

Mr. Simon. The cost was $44,000? 

Mr. Mintz. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Therefore, $172,000 was what was left out of the divi- 
dend after reimbursing yourself for the cost? 

Mr. Mintz. Yes. There were other factors over here that I would 
like to bring out. 

Mr. Simon. I am sure there are hundreds of other factors. 

Mr. PoDELL. At least let’s say this : That may have been reimburse- 
ment for the cost to them but it was not reimbursement for the market 
value of the property at the time they transferred it to the corpora- 
tion. 

Mr. Simon. I am sure the market value went up every week. 

Mr. PoDELL. I am sure you will even be able to agree to that. 

Mr. Simon. Let’s make sure these figures are right. You got 
$21G,000 in dividends and the only cost that wasn’t included in the 
figures that we had earlier was the lands ; is that right? 

Mr. Mintz. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. So there is $172,000 out of the mortgage money after 
reimbursing? 

Mr. Mintz. No. That is not so. There is another figure of thirty- 
some thousand dollars. 

Mr. Simon. Builder’s fee? 

Mr. Mintz. No, profits on rental operations. 

Mr. Simon. How did you rent it before it was’ finished? 

Mr. Mintz. We ran the property for a while. 

Mr. Simon. For how long? 

Mr. PoDEEL. There were three different units. The entire thing 
was not completed until approximately the time that Mr. Mintz stated. 
However, one unit at a time did become completed and there were 
rental operations. 

Mr. Simon. Let’s go back, Mr. Mintz, to the figures we had a little 
while ago. The mortgage proceeds exceeded all of the costs, including 
the land, by $138,000 ; is that right? 

Mr. Mintz. That is right. 
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Mr. Simon. And you got a $30,000 builder’s fee out of these costs* 
is that right? 

Mr. Mintz. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. So when you finished the building, without getting a 
penny of income from the rents 

Mr. Mintz. Just a second. That isn’t right. That $30,000 was 
turned over to a building corporation, that used up those funds. 

Mr. Simon. What wtis the $30,000 for? Wasn’t that a builder’s 
fee? 

Mr. Mintz. That was part of the builder’s fee, that is right. 

Mr. Simon. After paying that builder’s fee, all of the costs, includ- 
ing the cost of the land, builder’s fee that you got and everything else, 
the costs were still $138,000 less' than the mortgage proceeds? 

Mr. Mintz. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And the difference between that and the dividend you 
gave yourself is the rental income you collected the first couple of 
months; is that right? 

Mr. Mintz. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Then you sold it 2 months after it was completed for 
$85,000 or $90,000 ? 

Mr. Mintz. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you. 

Mr. Mintz. May I say a few words? Everybody else was given 
the courtesy. 

Senator Bush (presiding). Any questions, Senator? 

Senator Payne. No. 

Senator Bush. Senator Beall ? 

Senator Beall. No questions. 

Senator Bush. Do you want to make a statement? 

Mr. Mintz. I want to give a breakdown of the $216,000. 

Senator Bush. Will you kindly proceed. 

Mr. Mintz. That is all I have. 

Senator Bush. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Benjamin Neisloss. Mr. Neisloss, will you raise your right 
hand, please? 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give will 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

TESTIMONY OF BENJAMIN NEISLOSS, BROOKSIBE OARDENS, SOM- 
ERVILLE, N. J., ETC., ACCOMPANIED BY MELVIN WEINER, 

ACCOUNTANT 

• Mr. Neisloss. 1 do. \ 

Senator Bush. Please be seated and give your correct name and 
address to the reporter. 

Mr. Neisloss. Benjamin Neisloss, IIU 

Mr. Simon. W’’ould you say it out loud ? 

Mr. Neisloss. 11005 70th Road, Forest Hills, N. Y. 

Mr. Simon. Is that Neisloss?* 

Mr. Neisloss. Neisloss, yes. 

Mr. Chairman, may I say this : Mr. Weiner is our accountant, and 
he is here in case of any accurate figures wanted. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Neisloss, you are connected with Brookside Gardens 
Apartments? 
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Mr. Neisloss. I was, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You built it? 

Mr. Neisloss. We built it; yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Where is that located? 

Mr. Neisloss. It is located in Somerville, N. J. 
Mr. Simon. Somerville, N. J.? 

Mr. Neisloss. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. How big a project was it? 

Mr. Neisloss. It was in units or area? 


Mr. Simon. Units. 

Mr. Neisloss. 444 units, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the name of the corporation that was the 
sponsor ? 

Mr. Neisloss. Brookside Gardens, Inc. 

Mr. Simon. Brookside Gardens, Inc. ? 

Mr. Neisloss. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the capital stock of Brookside Gardens Inc ? 
Mr. Neisloss. $30, sir. ’ 

Mr. Simon. $30? 

Mr. Neisloss. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. As I understand it, you had $10 worth of stock and 
your brother— — 

Mr. Neisloss. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Your brother Harry had $10 worth, and a man named 
Bronstem. 

Mr. Neisloss. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What is his first name? 

Mr. Neisloss. Benjamin. 

Mr. Simon. What was the amount of the morteage? 

Mr. Neisloss. $3,018,500. 

Mr. Neisloss. $2,642,884.32. 

Mr. Neisloss. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Everything is included in there? 

Mr. Neisloss. Yes. 

than the amount of the 

tecft ^ 

Mr. Simon. Were you your own architect? 

Mr. Neisloss. Mr. Bronstein is the architect. 

mwtgageT^’ received a premium of $150,000 on the 

in £n^ urned it^t:r 
Ml-. Simon. So you got the $150,000 ? 

Mr. Neisloss. That is correct, sir. 

von ro£^T’ mortgage— the monev 

total S ? *^ ® naortgage-was $525,616^re than tlie 
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Mr. Neisloss. The addition of the excess and the premium; that; is 
correct, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The total proceeds in excess of the total costs were 
$525,616? 

Mr. Neisloss. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. When was the building completed ? 

Mr. Neisloss. It was completed in the end of 1946, 1 tliink, or the 
early part of 1947. 

Mr. Simon. Wasn’t it the latter pai't of 1947 and early 1948 ? 

Mr. Winer. I think it was the latter part of 1947. 

Mr. Neisloss. You may be correct about that, sir. 

Mr. Simon. At any rate, around 1947 or 1948 ? 

Mr. Neisloss. Not 1948. 

Mr. Simon. 1947 ? 

Mr. Neisloss. 1946 or 1947. 

Mr. Simon. You had another project called Somerville Gardens. 
Mr. Neisloss. We had built thi-ee other projects in Somerville before 
that. 

Mr. Simon. Was one of those Monroe Gardens, Inc. ? 

Mr. Neisloss. No. Monroe Gardens, Inc., was not in Somerville, 
sir. That was in Hillside, N. J. 

Mr. Simon. What about the Springfield Development? 

Mr. Neisloss. That came later. That was built in New York. 

Mr. Simon. When was that built? 

Mr. Neisloss. 1947 or 1948. I think it was completed in 1949, sir. 
Mr. Simon. What was the amount of the mortgage there ? 

Mr. Neisloss. The amount of the mortgage on the Springfield 
Development was $4,174,800. 

Mr. Simon. And where was that property ? 

Mr. Neisloss. That was on Sprin^eld Boulevard, between 64th and 
— 64th Avenue and 67th Avenue, I think it is, in Bayside. 

Mr. Simon. In Bayside, Long Island ? 

Mr. Mintz. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Simon. How many units? 

Mr. Neisloss. Springfield Development had 480 units. 

Mr. Simon. Now, what was the name of the corporation that was 
the sponsor? 

Mr. Neisloss. Pardon? 

Mr. Simon. What was the name of the corporation that was the 
sponsor? 

Mr. Neisloss. Springfield Development Co., Inc. 

Mr. Simon. What was the capital stock of Springfield Develop- 
ment? . ’ ' . 

Mr. Neisloss. Thirty dollars, plus the capital stock. The capital 
stock was $30. 

Mr. Simon. It built this 480-unit project? 

Mr. Neisloss. Yes^ sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the complete cost of the project? 

Mr. Neisloss. The complete Cost was $3,919,039.29. 

Mr. Simon. Does that amount include the cost of the land ? 

Mr. Neisloss. No, sir. That is a leasehold. 

Mr. Simon. This is erected on a leasehold? 

Mr. Neisloss. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Of course, the mortgage doesn’t cover the land ; does it? 
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Hr. Neisloss. That is correct. The mortgage does not. 

Hr. Simon. The mortgage does not? 

Hr. Neisloss. Does not cover the land ; no, sir. 

Hr. Simon. The mortgage was $4,174,800? 

Hr. Neisloss. That is right. 

Hr. Simon. And the total costs of everything covered by the mort- 
gage was $3,919,039.29 ? 

Hr. Neisloss. That is correct. 

Hr. Simon. Was there a premium there? 

Hr. Neisloss. There was a premium there paid over a period of 4 
years, sir. 

Hr. Simon. How much was it ? 

Mr. Neisloss. I think it was about $120,000. 

Mr. Simon. One hundred and twenty thousand dollars ? 

Mr. Neisloss. About 3 percent; $120,000. 

Mr. Simon. Then the total proceeds of the mortgage were $375,000 
more than the total costs ; is that right ? 

Mr. Neisloss. Well, of course, you are adding the premium into it. 
Mr. Simon. You got the money; didn’t you? 

Mr. Neisloss. Over a period of 4 years. 

Mr. Simon. You have got it all now ? 

Mr. Neisloss. That is right. You are adding it all into the mort- 
gage. Again there, Mr. Simon, I say here these figures do not include 
architect’s fees. 

Mr. Simon. And one of your partners was the architect who did 
the work ? 

Mr. Neisloss. That is right. No charge is added in here for that. 
Mr. Simon. Wliat was the cost of the land on that project? 

Mr. Neisloss. $ 81 , 600 . 

Mr. Simon. $81,600; and who owns the land? 

Mr. Neisloss. The wives of the three of us, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Your wife, your brother’s wife, and the architect’s 
wife? 

Mr. Neisloss. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Did they pay $81,000 for it? 

Mr. Neisloss. They did, sir. 

Mr. Simon. When did they buy it? 

Mr. Neisloss. 1946 or 1947. 

Mr. Simon. When was this building built ? 

Mr. Neisloss. 1947 and 1948, and I think it was completed in 1949. 
Mr. Weiner. Started in 1948. 

Mr. Neisloss. Started in 1948 and completed in 1949. 

Mr. Simon. What valuation did FHA put on this land? 

Mr. Neisloss. $404,700. 

Mr. Simon. They paid $81.6 for it and FHA valued it at $404,000? 
Mr. Neisloss. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Based on that valuation, your wives get an income for 
99 years of a little better than $16,000 a year ? 

Mr. Neisloss. That is right. 

The Chairman. Is that for 99 years ? 

Mr. Neisloss. That is a 99-year renewal. 

The Chairman. A 99-year lease. Another 99 ? 

Mr. Neisloss. That is right. 
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The CHAmMAN. Another 99. You won’t get much good out of 
that. 

Mr. Neisloss. Not out of the first 99. 

Mr. Simon. Another project was the Springfield Development. 

Mr. Neisloss. Yes, sir ; within the same area. 

Mr. Simon. What was the name of the corporation that built that! 

Mr. Neisloss. Hill Development Co., Inc. 

Mr. Simon. That is located in Bayside, Long Island? 

Mr. Neisloss. Same area as Springfield. 

Mr. Simon. What was the capital stock? 

Mr. Neisloss. $30. 

Mr. Simon. What was the total mortgage? 

Mr. Neisloss. $1,926,800. 

Mr. Simon. What was the total cost? 

Mr. Neisloss. $1,822,727.42. 

Mr. Simon. And neither the mortgage nor the costs includes tlie 
lands; is that right? 

Mr. Neisloss. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. This is another leasehold ? 

Mr. Neisloss. That is another leasehold. 

Mr. Simon. Was there a premium on the mortgage there? 

Mr. Neisloss. Same thing, Prudential Insurance in both cases. 

Mr. Simon. How much was the premium ? 

Mr. Neisloss. That would be about $57,000. 

Mr. Simon. The mortgage proceeds including the premium were 
$161,000 more than the costs ;is that right ? 

Mr. Neisloss. The mortgage proceeds, including the premium, would 
be about $180,000. This is Hill Development Co. There should be 
deducted from these mortgage premiums about $25,000 from the total 
premiums by reason of the fact that we had an accountant who died 
just about this time, and his estate made a claim on the premium, for 
his services, and having acted in this connection, and the estate got 
about $25,000. 

Mr. Simon. Is that $25,000 for both j’obs? 

Mr. Neisloss. That would be distributed for both j’obs. 

Mr. Weiner. Hill and Springfield. 

Mr. Simon. In the second one did your wives own the land there, 
too? 

Mr. Neisloss. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. How much did your wives pay for that land ? 

Mr. Neisloss. $38,400. 

Mr. Simon. How much did FHA value the land at ? 

Mr. Neisloss. $180,800. \ 

Mr. Simon. There they get about $8,000 a year ? 

Mr. Neisloss. $7,600. 

Mr. Simon. $7,600 a year for 99 years? 

Mr. Neisloss. That is right. 

The Chairman. If FHA has to repossess the property, did he enter 
into a contract with them they were to pay X amount of money for 
the privilege? 

Mr. Neisloss. That would be the recapture figure. 

The Chairman. What was the recapture figure? 

Mr. Neisloss. The figure I gave you, $404,000, and $190,000 in tlie 
second one. 


^ 
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The Chairman. In other words, FHA would have to pay that 
amount to repossess the building? 

Mr. Neisioss. That is right, the land. 

Mr. Simon. In addition, you built a section 213 project in 1952 called 
Mitchell Gardens? 

Mr. Neisloss. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. That is a cooperative housing project? 

Mr. Neisloss. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Do the cooperative housing owners own the land? 

Mr. Neisloss. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Who owns the land ? 

Mr. Neisloss. That is held by a trust fund composed of the family ; 
is that right? 

Mr. Weiner. That is right. 

Mr. Neisloss. A trust composed of the family. 

Senator Bush. Your family? 

Mr. Neisloss. Our three families. 

Mr. Simon. How much did you pay for the land ? 

Mr. Neisloss. $325,000. 

Mr. Simon. How much did FHA value the land for? 

Mr. Neisloss. I think it was close to — ^there were three separate 

Mr. Simon. Was the valuation on the three tracts about $700,000? 

Mr. Weiner. $703,000. 

Mr. Simon. You paid $325,000 and it is valued at $703,000. 

Mr. Neisloss. That is right. 

The Chairman. Why did FHA value this land for so much more 
in each instance ? It is not only in your case but practically every case 
in Greater New York. Why did they value it at so much more than 
you paid for it originally ? 

Mr. Neisloss. Sir, we bought a piece of land below grade, swamp- 
land almost, and we built it up. 

Mr. Simon. The cooperative owners have to pay your family $28,000 
a year rent for 99 years ? 

Mr. Neisloss. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Then you built Linden Hill ? 

Mr. Neisloss. That is in process. That is under construction. 

Mr. Simon. Is that built on leased land ? 

Mr. Neisloss. That is leased land, yes. 

Mr. Simon. How much did you pay for that land ? 

Mr. Neisloss. $545,000. 

Mr. Simon. How much did FHA value the land for? 

Mr. Neisloss. I think the valuation of that is $740,000. 

Mr. Simon. $740,000? 

Mr. Neisloss. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. That would mean a $30,000 a year rent for 99 years? 

Mr. Neisloss. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Why were all these cases, the land was merely leased 
to the cooperative project instead of sold to it ? 

Mr. Neisloss. Because the cooperators would have had to pay for 
the land, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Wouldn’t they be better off by by buying the land at the 
price you paid for it rather than paying rent double Siat amount for 
ftbout 99 years ? 
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The Chairman. You say the FHA in evei^ one of these instances 
allowed you $404,000. They allowed you $700. That was part of 
the mortgage. 

Mr. Neisloss. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The rental for the land must come out of income. 

The Chairman. It was not figured in the proceeds of the mortgage? 

Mr. Neisloss. No. 

The Chairman. It would have been had you sold them the land. 
Under this basis it was not. 

Mr. Neisloss. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Wouldn’t the cooperative owners be better off to buy 
the land and have this covered by the mortgage and pay it off 

Mr. Neisloss. Mr. Simon, there is just more than purchase of tlie 
land. There is a lot in the 

Mr. Simon. It seemed to be the practice in New York when a 
builder built a cooperative housing project, to keep the land out, and 
merely lease it. In fact, almost every one the builder merely leases 
the land for 99 years. I am wondering if the cooperative owners 
wouldn’t have been better off if the land were 

Mr. Neisloss. If you use the figure of $325,000 as against $700, first 
of all they would have to put up the additional money but the point 
is this: There is more than goes into that land. The downpayment 
would have been prohibitive. They couldn’t afford to pay it. 

Mr. Simon. They could have got a higher mortgage, couldn’t they? 

Mr. Neisloss. I don’t think so, sir. 

Mr. Simon. In any event on these 3 projects, which were built under 
section 608, your capital stock in each case was $30. 

Mr. Neisloss. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And the mortgage proceeds exceeded the costs by $525,- 
000 in the first, $375,000 in the second, $160,000 in the third, and then 
we have to take off $25,000 that you paid your architect. 

Mr. Neisloss. That is on Springfield and Hill. 

Mr. Weiner. Not the architect. 

Mr. Simon. I am sorry, the auditory. 

Mr. Neisloss. The accountant. 

Mr. Simon. It makes an excess of mortgage proceeds over cost of 
$1,035,000 on the 3 projects; is that correct? 

Mr. Neisloss. If that arithmetic is correct, sir, it is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Bush. Any questions? 

Senator Beall. No questions. 

Senator Bush. Thank you very much. 

Our next witness is Mr. Samuel J. Roth. Will you stand and raise 
your right hand, please ? 

Do you swear the testimony you will give before this committee is 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? 

Mr. Both. I do. 

Senator Bush. Thank you. 
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testimony of SAMUEL J. BOTH, ELMWOOD GARDENS, 

EAST FATERSON, N. J., ETC. 

Senator Bush. Speak into the microphone and give your name, 
please. 

Mr. Roth. Samuel J. Roth, 865 West End Avenue, New York City. 
Mr. Simon. Mr. Roth, you are one of the sponsors of Elmwood 
Gardens; is that right? 

Mr. Roth. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Where is Elmwood Gardens located ? 

Mr. Roth. In East Paterson, N. J. 

Mr. Simon. How large a project is it, in units? 

Mr. Roth. Elmwood Gardens was part of a dual project. It was 
Elmwood Gardens and Elmwood Knolls. There are approximately 
siX'hundred-some-sixty-odd families. 

Mr. Simon. Six hundred and sixty units ? 

Mr. Roth. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What was the total mortgage on both units? Was it 

five million six 

Mr. Roth. $5,690,000. 

Mr. Simon. "VSTiat was the capital stock of the two corporations? 
Mr. Roth. Common stock, $2,000. 

Mr. Simon. That is $1,000 from each? 

Mr. Roth. Plus the FHA nominal preferred, and loans totaling 
$625,000. 

Mr. Simon. The loans were all repaid out of the mortgage money, 
weren't they ? 

Mr. Roth. At the completion of the project. 

Mr. Simon. The only capital stock was a thousand dollars of com- 
mon and a hundred dollars of preferred to the FHA in each cor- 
poration ? 

Mr. Roth. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And the total mortgages were $5,690,000 ? 

Mr. Roth. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the total cost of construction, including the 
cost of the land and interest and financing charges and everything 
else? 

Mr. Roth. $5,128,878.09. 

Mr. Simon. And that is roughly $560,000 less than the amount of 
the mortgage ? 

Mr. Roth. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Was there any premium paid there? 

Mr. Roth. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the amount of the premium? 

Mr. Roth. There was $227,600. 

Mr. Simon. And did you receive that ? 

Mr. Roth. That was received by the contracting corporation. 

Mr. Simon. And who were the owners of the contracting corpora- 
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Mr, Roth. That was a subsidiary of the Gregory-Roth-Schenker 
Cotp. and they were not identical in stock interest as the owners of 
the mortgagor corporation. 

Mr. Simon. Wlio were the stockholders of Elmwood Gardens and 
Elmwood Knolls ? 

Mr. Rosenberg. There was testimony given as to that, Mr. Simon, 
in Washington. 

Mr. Simon. I understand. We would like to have it for the record 
here. 

Substantially the same stockholders owned both companies, didn’t 
they, Mr. Roth ? 

Mr. Roth. No, sir. They were — a portion of the stockholdei’s of 
the Gregory-Roth-Schenker Corp. and its affiliate, and in addition 
tiiereto were another group of stockholders working through a Mr, 
Gilbert. 

Mr. Simon. Will you give us the stockholders of the group that 
got the $227,000 premium, and the stockholders of the sponsoring 
corporation ? 

Mr. Roth. Mr. Simon, I would like to dwell on that question a bit. 
The Gregory-Roth-Schenker Corp. were contractors, Elmwood Con- 
struction Corp. received and accepted the premium on the mortgage 
in compensation for the services in placing the mortgage, the paying 
of architectural fees and acting as contractors, and the stockholders 
of the Gregory — the stockholders of the Gardens and Knolls were 
divided, class A stoclr, Harry Ginsberg, Marcel Weiss, Samuel Siegel; 
and class B stock, Samuel Roth, Joel Schenker, George Gregory, 
Pincus Flijerrs, Elizabeth Gregory and Rosen and Choron, trustees, 
Andre Gregory, Peter Gregory, and Alexis Gregory. 

Mr. Simon. And how about Gregory-Roth-Schenker, who are the 
stockholders of that ? 

Mr. Roth. The stockholders in that is substantially the group that 
I just read off as owners of the common class B stock in the Gardens 
and Knolls, plus Anna Roth, Daniel Roth, and Helen Schneider. 

Mr. Simon. What percentage of the stock in the building corpora- 
tion was owned by the group that owned the Gregory-Roth-Schenker 

Mr. Roth. That was a wholly owned subsidiary; in the building 
company. 

Mr. Simon. You said that the B stockholders of the building 
company were the same people. 

Mr. Roth. No; the B stockholders of Elmwood Gardens and 
Knolls were the stockholders of the Gregory-Roth-Schenker Corp. 

Mr. Simon. What proportioh of the total stock did those B stock- 
holders own 1 

Mr. Roth. Of the mortgage corporations ? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. Roth. 575 shares out of a total of 1,000. 

Mr. Simon. So the people who got the premium owned 57 percent 
of the company that built the building ? 

Mr. Roth. That is right. 

ISir. Simon. Now there is a Marine Terrace. Is that a project you 
built? 

Mr. Roth. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Where is that? 
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Mr. Both. That is in Astoria, Long Island. 

Mr. Simon. How many units? 

Mr. Both. Marine Terrace was 1 of 3 projects in the immediate 
area. There was a total of 1,338 families, of which Marine was ap- 
proximately 405. 

Mr. Simon. What were the names of the other two ? 

Mr. Both. Gregory Apartments and Elisabeth Apartments. 

Mr. Simon. The same people owned the stock in each of the three 
cciipanies ? 

Mr. Both. Substantially ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. "What was the capital stock of Marine Terrace ? That 
is, the money paid in for the stock. 

Mr. Both. A thousand dollars in each corporation. 

Mr. Simon. In each one. What was the total mortgages on the 
three corporations ? 

Mr. Both. $11,016,000. 

Mr. Simon. Was that project built on leased land? 

Mr. Both. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat was the cost of the land ? 

Mr. Both. $791,098.74. 

Mr. Simon. Who was it purchased from ? 

Mr. Both. It was purchased from a syndicate who owned it pre- 
viously, and were building two-family houses on a portion of it. 

Mr, Simon. Were you or your group members of the syndicate? 

Mr. Both. No, sir. One of the members of our group, the previous 
owners were Mollie Derringer, Lila Kessler, Janet Hess, Jean Van 
Dycke Kessler, Elisabeth Gregory, and Herman Bosen, and Choron, 
trustees for three Gregories. 

Mr. Simon. What was the total cost of the project including the 
cost of the land ? 

Mr. Both. $9,881,427.13. 

Mr. Simon. That included all of your costs ? 

Mr. Both.' Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And that was $1,134,573 less than the mortgage? 

Mr. Both. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Was there a premium on that mortgage? 

Mr. Both. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. How much was that premium ? 

Mr. Both. $413,100. 

Mr. Simon. Who got that premium ? 

Mr. Both. That was gotten by the Gregory, Both, Schenker Corp., 
on the same basis as the Gardens and Knolls. 

Mr. Simon. Well then on these two projects, your construction com- 
pany, the stockholders of which owned 57 percent of the building 

conmany, received $640,000 on premiums on the mortgages 

Mr. Both. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And in addition to that the face amount of the mort- 
gage exceeded the total costs of land, building and financing by 
$1,695,897, is that right? 

Mr. Both. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. When were these buildings completed ? 

Mr. Both. The Astoria buildings, final completion closing with 
the FHA, was January 27, 1949. 
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Mr. Simon. When was the closing of the Marine Gardens project? 
^Mr. Roth. Marine Terrace — well, I read the final date. I vfi]\ 

§ ve you it separately. Marine Terrace was December 9, 1948. The 
regory Apartments was December 22, 1948, and the Elisabeth 
Apartments was January 27, 1949. 

Mr. Simon. Shortly after the completion of the building, and out 
of excess mortgage proceeds, was there a total of $2,276,044 distributed 
to the stockholders ? 


Mr. Roth. You are speaking now of the three Astoria projects? 

Mr. Simon. The three Astoria projects alone were $1,671,544? 

Mr. Roth. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The other figure of $658,000 is what you sold the project 
for? 

Mr. Roth. That was sold. There is no distribution there as such. 

Mr. Simon. That was the sale price when you sold it, is that right? 

Mr. Roth. That was the sale price of the Elmwood Gardens and 
Knolls, in combination^ as distinguished from the Astoria jolte. 

Mr. Simon. That is right. 

Now, going back to the mortgage proceeds, the mortgage proceeds— 
and by ‘Mortgage proceeds” I mean the face amount of the mortgage 
plus the premium, and I realize that the premium did not go to 
the identical same people who owned the project, because your group 
got 100 percent of the premium and only owned 58 percent of the 
stock but the proceeds of the mortgage, including premium, were 
$2,336,000 in excess of the total costs of the two projects, is that 
right? 

Mr. Roth. I assume your arithmetic is correct. Approximately 
that is — would say that sounds right. 

Mr, Simon. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Bush. Any qu^ions. Senator Payne? 

Senator Payne. No. 

Senator Bush. Senator Beall ? 

Senator Beall. No questions. 

Senator Bush. You are excused. Thank you. 

The next witness is Mr. Norman Tishman. Mr. Tishman, will you 
stand and raise your right hand, please ? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony that you will give before this 
committee will be the tnith, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God ? 


TESTIMONY OF NORMAN TISHMAN, REGO PARK APARTMENTS, 

ELMHURST, N. Y. 

Mr. Tishman. I will. 

Senator Bush. Will you give your correct name and address to the 
clerk, please ? 

Mr. Tishman. Norman Tishman, 1000 Old Mamaroneck Road, Ma- 
maroneck, N. Y. 

Senator Bush. Mr. Simon. . 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Tishman, I am sorry, but I didn’t hear you give 
your name and address.^ Is the address 445 Park Avenue, New York? 

Mr. Tishman. That is my office address. 

Mr. Simon. Are you connected with the Rego Park Apartments 
project ? 
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Hr. Tishman. Yes, sir. 

Hr. Simon. Where is that located ? 

Hr. Tishman. That is located at the southeast corner of 84th 
Street and Dry Harbor Road in Elmhurst, Long Island. 

Hr. Simon. And how large a project is that? I mean by that in 
number of units. 

Hr. Tishman. Approximately 800 apartments, about 3,000 rooms. 
Hr. Simon. What is the name of the corporation that owned the 
project? 

Hr. Tishman. Rego Park Apartments, Inc., and Rego Park Apart- 
ments No. 2., Inc. 

Mr. Simon. What is the capital stock of each of those companies? 
Mr. Tishman. May I explain that these corporations are wholly 
owned subsidiaries of Tishman Realty & Construction Co., Inc. ? 

Mr. Simon. What is their capital stock ? 

Mr. Tishman. The capital stock of all wholly owned subsidiaries, 
including these, is $1,000 for each corporation. 

Mr. Simon. And the capital stock of Rego Park Apartments and 
the capital stock of Rego Park Apartments, No. 1., Inc., is in each 
case $1,000? 

Mr. Tishman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Plus $100 of preferred stock for the FHA Commis- 
sioner ? 

Mr. Tishman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat is the amount of the mortgage ? 

Mr. Tishman. Do you want me to give you these figures as com- 
bined figures of the two projects, or individually? 

Mr. Simon. If you will, please. 

' Mr. Tishman. The total of the two mortgages is $6,457,400. 

Mr. Simon. And what was the premium on the mortgage? 

Mr. Tishman. The premium was $274,439.50. 

Mr, Simon. The project was built on leased land ? 

Mr. Tishman. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. What is the total cost of the project, including every- 
thing except the land, which was not included in the mortgage? 

Mr. Tishman. The total cost was $4,987,176.60, exclusive of anv 
builder’s fees. 

Mr. Simon. Was there a builder’s fee paid to anyone ? 

Mr. Tishman. No; this, as I said, is a wholly owned subsidiary of 
Tishman Realty and we do our own construction. 

Mr. Simon. Does $4,987,176 include everything you paid to any- 
body in connection with the construction of this projert ? 

Mr. Tishman. It is, if you exclude any allocation for builder’s fees. 
Mr. Simon. Did you pay a builder’s fee to anybody? 

Mr. Tishman. No; we did not. We did our own building. 

Mr. Simon. Then it includes all sums that you paid anybody for 
anything? 

Mr. Tishman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And the total costs are $1,744,854 less than the mort- 
gage proceeds ; is that right ? 

Mr. Tishman. If you include the mortgage bonus as part of your 
reduction of building costs. 

Mr. Simon. No : I include it as part of the proceeds of the mortgage. 
Mr. Tishman. Yes ; if you add that to the mortgage. 
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Mr. Simon, The total proceeds you received were, the $6,457,400 
face amount of the mortgage, plus the $274,430 premium? 

Mr. Tishman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You received that? 

Mr. Tishman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You paid out the other and the surplus of cash over— 
the surplus of proceeds or income over disbursement was $1,744,654? 

Mr. Tishman. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Now, the land on which the project is located is not 
covered by the mortgage ; is that right ? 

Mr. Tishman. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And how much did you pay for the land ? 

Mr. Tishman. The land cost was $523,415.77. 

Mr. Simon. And what valuation did FHA put on the land ? Was it 
$779,000? 

Mr. Tishman. $779,000. 

Mr. Simon. And that calls for an annual rental for 99 years of 
$31,120 a year? 

Mr. Tishman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Is that right? 

Mr. Tishman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Is there a mortgage on the land ? 

Mr. Tishman. Yes; there is a mortgage. 

Mr. Simon. How much is the mortgage on the land ? 

Mr. Tishman. The combined mortgages, $701,100. 

Mr. Simon. That is 90 percent of the FHA appraised value; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Tishman. Yes, sir. 

Mr, Simon, So that on the land you received approximately $177,000 
in mortgage proceeds in addition to your costs — in excess of your 
costs; is that right? 

Mr. Tishman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And that is in addition to the $1,744,000 excess pro- 
ceeds over costs on the building? 

Mr. Tishman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And of the excess proceeds over cost on the building, 
you distributed to yourselves shortly after completion of the building, 
$1,700,000; is that right? 

Mr. Tishman. That was the distribution from Rego Park Apart- 
ments to Tishman Realty Co. 

Mr. Simon. Out of the excess mortgage funds ? 

Mr. Tishman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you, sir. f 

Senator Bush. Any questions. Senator Beall? 

Senator Beall. No questions. 

Senator Bush. Senator Payne? 

Senator Payne. No questions. 

Senator Bush. Thank you very much. 

The Chairman. We have qne more witness after we have finished 
with Mr. Traub. We will recess then until Thursday morning at 10 
o’clock. Senator Bush will be presiding on Thursday and Friday. 
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There are four Senators here : Bush, Payne, Beall, and myself. We 
secured a ruling from the legislative counsel in Washington. That is 
thecouiiHel who advises the Congress on matters of this kind and they 
t«U us we have the legal right to subpena your records, and therefore 
we are asking you to please deliver the records to us. 

testimony of ABRAHAM TRAUB, FARRAGUT GARDENS, BROOK- 
LYN, N. Y., ETC., ACCOMPANIED BY MILTON C. WEISMAN, COUN- 
SEL— Resumed 

Mr. Weisman. I take it then that since my brief is a part of the 
record 

The Chaiuman. It is a part of the record. 

Mr. Weisjvian. And for the expedition, instead of my making this 
lon‘>‘ argimient and setting forth the vaiious points contained in the 
brief 

The Chairman. You have the right to either deliver them to us at 
this time or you have the right to refuse to do .so, whichever you 
choose. 

Mr. Weisman. I understand that. If I refuse to do so I also under- 
stand it is on pain of contempt. 

The Chairman. That is right. 

Mr. Weisman. I am merely following what the Supreme Court has 
said is the procedure I should take to adequately protect my client’s 
interest, and as I read the cases the Supreme Court has said in ex- 
plicit terms that I am entitled to a ruling on each question or objec- 
tion raised, a statement from the committee that they have considered 
the objection, and that they have overruled it, and do direct me to 
thereupon turn over the records. 

The Chairman, You have it exactly right. That is exactly what 
it is. 

Mr. Weisman. I take it then so that I may be free — because I will 
say in candor I don’t propose to let my client run the pain of con- 
tempt, but I do propose to safeguard his interests and .since I deem, 
with all due respect, that this subpena is improper, that it is an un- 
lawful search and seizure, contrary to constitutional safeguards, I 
shall at the proper time move to quash all of the evidence that has 
been taken. That has also been said by the Supreme Court. The 
Supreme Court saying that a constitutional committee can no more 
be enjoined from doing an unconstitutional thing than could the 
legislature itself be enjoined from passing a constitutional law. I 
therefore will say to the committee tliat in view of the ruling, which 
is that they have considered each and every one of the points, and that 
they specifically overrule it, and warn me now that if I do not comply 
with the direction of the committee that my client stands in pain of 

indictment for contempt by certification 

The Chairman. We haven’t said that yet, but then 

Mr. Weisman. I assume that follows. 

Tile Chairman. It no doubt will, but we haven't as yet said it. 
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Mr. Weisman. I therefore state to the committee that in view of 
their ruling, the books are here, and they will be turned over to % 
committee. 

Before I do so, however, I wish the committee to laiow that pursuant 
to Senator Capehart’s direction, as chairman of this committee, that 
between the lunch recesses and now, the representative of the commit- 
tee has, with a representative of mine, checked the books and all of the 
books which they saw at the first instance are still here. They are the 
same books as' they heretofore set forth and there is nothing missing, 

I would also like to have a receipt from the committee for these books^ 
and vTith due humility I would like to ask for some reasonable date 
when all of my client’s books will be returned to him. 

The Chairman. I think we can certainly finish with them in 2 
weeks. 

Mr. Simon. Two or three weeks at the most. 

The Chairman. This is September 28. Let’s say October 15. 

Mr. Weisman. May I say this 

The Chairman. First let me say this to you: You have already 
agreed to turn over the books. 

Mr. Weisman. I haven’t agreed. I am going to turn them over at 
the direction of this committee, overruling my oojections. 

The Chairman. You are going to turn them over. Let me say this 
to you : While we will have all the books and we will have access to all 
the information within those books, that I am going to personally in- 
struct the men from the General Accounting Office to only be con- 
cerned with those things that have to do with FHA. 

Mr. Weisman. Thank you for that. 

The Chairbian. And that they are not to go into anything other 
than those tilings that are pertinent to our investigation ; that there 
may be other things in the books, other than that, and if so they are to 
ignore it, but they are to take your books and records just as you are 
turning them over to us and go through them, and dig out all the in- 
formation that has to do vdth this hearing and has to do wih FHA. 
They are not to touch those tilings that have nothing to do with the 
subject matter. 

Mr. Weisman. Senator, as a practical matter, how shall we get our 
books back ? Shall I apply to you ? We have an urgent need for these 
books. 

The Chairman. We are directing the staff at this moment, and that 
includes the general counsel as well as the staff, to finish with the audit 
no later than October 15. 

Senator Payne. 

Senator Payne. Mr. Chairman,- do I understand that this pertains 
also to the current books, the current checkbooks and records that the 
company operates under? 

Mr. Weisman. We have given you all of our books right down to 
date, except our current checkbook, which we need to draw checks from 
day to day and to make deposits in our bank, and you have every other 
book that we have. 

Senator Payne. I was just curious, because I didn’t feel it was 
proper for him to just stop business as of that date. You have got obli- 
gations to meet and I was curious to see whether or not current and 
necessary books that you need to keep his business going are not with- 
held. 
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Mr. Weisman. We have asked the bookkeeper — ^we are doing busi- 
ness from our checkbook, Senator, and that is one of the reasons why 
I asked that these books be returned as promptly as possible. 

Another reason is that by virtue of the publicity that has been 

The Chairman. We don’t need your 1954 books. You are not turn- 
ing those over to us. 

Mr. Weisman. Yes; }’'ou have the 1954 books here. We have given 
you everything. 

The Chairman. We don’t need those. We are going to give you 
a receipt for them. On October 15 we will return them to you and ask 
you to gi^■e us a receipt. 

Mr. Weisman. I will be delighted. 

The Chairaian. We will instruct the staff to finish by October 15. 
Also I am instructing the staff publicly as a matter of this record that 
they are only to deal with matters that have to do with this hearing. 
That ought to make everybody happy. 

Mr. Weisman. I thank the Senate committee. 

May I ask, so if we want to, for example, something comes up and 
we want to go to the books, where will they physically be ? 

The Chairman. We will take the books physically, I think, to 
Wasliington and they will work on them in room F-41, in the Capitol. 

Mr. Simon. We will take them over to the General Accounting Office, 
Senator. 

The Chairaian. The General Accounting people suggest they take 
them to the General Accounting Office, 
i Mr. Weisaian. In Washington? 

The Chairman. Yes, sir. The man I am goii^ to make personally 
responsible for them is Mr. Regis McManus. He will give you the 
receipt, he will be held a hundred percent responsible for the physical 
condition of the books while they are away from your care and he 
will return them to you on October 15. They will be at the General 
Accounting Office in Washington during the time they are not in your 
possession. 

Mr. Weisaian. I see a representative of the General Accounting 
Olfice here. 

The Chairman. These two good-looking gentlemen right here. 

Mr. Weisaian. I take it that if we need to have access to these 
books we may get in touch with Mr. McManus, and send our repre- 
sentative to take such matters from them? 

The Chairaian. That is right. Let me say, if we finish with the 
books prior to October 15, we will return them to you just that much 
sooner. Maybe we can finish them by October 10 or sooner. If we do, 
we will return them. 

Mr. SiAiON. Senator, may I ask one question for the record? 

Mr. Weisaian. Before you ask the question, I wish it to be per- 
fectly plain in this record that we are turning these books over under 
the compulsion of the direction of this august committee. 

The Chairaian. No que^stion about that. The record will so state. 
Mr. Simon. Mr. Traub, are the books listed in tlie inventory that 
Mr. Weisman referred to a moment ago all of your books and records 
in existence ? 

Mr. Traub. Excepting for the current checkbook. 

The Chairaian. Excepting for the current checkbook, 1954, you 
mean ? 
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Mr. Trattb. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Weisman. Thank you, gentlemen. Thank you for your cjour. 
tesy and indulgence. 

The Chairman. The last witness today will be Mr. William p 
Hahn. Mr. Hahn, will you please come forward? Will you please 
be sworn? 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give will 
be the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth, so heln 
you God ? 

TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM P. HAHN, ABK APAKTMENTS, BAYSIDE, 
N. Y., ETC., ACCOMPANIED BY SIDNEY S. LEVIN, COUNSEL 

Mr. Hahn. I do. 

The Chairman. Thank you, sir. 

Please be seated and give your full name and address to the re- 
porter. The gentleman with you is your attorney? 

Mr. Hahn. Yes, my attorney. My name is William P. Hahn, 69-101 
108th Street, Forest Hills, N. Y. My attorney is Sidney S. Levin. 
His office is at 163-18 Jamaica Avenue, Jamaica, Tjong Island. 

. Mr. Simon. Mr. Hahn, you are one of the sponsors of ABK Apart- 
ments, are you? 

Mr. Hahn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What is the name of the corporation that owns ABK 
Apartments ? 

Mr. Hahn. Well, it is really initials of the stockholders, ABK, SHE, 
and WPPI are the main stockholders of this corporation. 

Mr. Simon. Are they three separate corporations ? 

Mr. Hahn. Yes, sir; three separate corporations. 

Mr. Simon. What is the name of the corporation that owns ABK 
Apartments ? 

Mr. Hahn. It is ABK Apartments, Inc. 

Mr. Simon. ABK Apartments, Inc. ? 

Mr. Hahn, That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And the second one is SHR Apartments, Inc. ? 

Mr. Hahn. Yes ; and WPH Apartments, Inc., which is the initials. 

Mr. Simon. What is the capital stock of each of those corporations ? 

Mr. Hahn. $5,000 each. 

Mr. Simon. $5,000 each, and then in addition, $100 to the FHA 
Commissioner for preferred stock? 

Mr. Hahn. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What is the amount of the mortgage in ABK Apart- 
ments, Inc.? '■ 

Mr. Hahn. $872,000. 

Mr. Simon. Where is that project located ? 

Mr. Hahn. It is located in Bayside; well, they are all one area. 
Bay side is around 210th Sti*eet, between Corporal Kennedy and 212 
Bay Street, Long Island. 

Mr. Simon. That is in Long Island ? 

Mr. Hahn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. All thr^ projects are in the same community ? 

Mr. Hahn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What is the mortgage in SHR Apartments ? 

Mr. Hahn. $1,931,700. 
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/ Mr. Simon. And the mortgage in WPH Apartments, Inc. ? 

Mr. Hahn. $1,182,600. 

Mr. Simon. The total mortgages on the three projects are $3,986,300 ? 
Mr. Hahn. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the premium you received on ABK ? 

Mr. Hahn. Three percent net. There was a 4 percent premium, 1 
percent went to the moitgage broker. 

^Mr. Simon. Was the amount of dollars, $26,160? 

Mr. Hahn. I have the premium exactly; approximately, ABK, 
$26,160. 

Mr. Simon. $26,000 ; and in SHB ? 

Mr. Hahn. $67,850. 

Mr. Simon. And in WPH ? 

Mr. Hahn. $35,478. 

Mr. Simon. That would be a total of $119,689 ? 

Mr. Hahn. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost of the land in ABK? 

Mr. Hahn. My cost of the land ? 

Mr. Simon. Cost of the land. 

Mr. Hahn. My cost was $74,796.88. 

Mr. Simon. And the cost in SHR ? 

Hr. Hahn. $165, 000^ 

Mr. Simon. Cost in WPH ? 

Mr. Hahn. $61,800. 

Mr. SnviON. Total cost of $291,596 ? 

Mr. Hahn. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost of construction and financing and 
everything other than the land in ABK Apartments? 

Mr. Hahn. Now we have the two ways I can give you. One wav is 

$2,836,660. ^ to j j 

Mr. Simon. That is for the three projects? 

Mr. Hahn. That is because we applied the premium to the mort- 
gage — to the construction, 

Mr. Simon. Wliat I would like to get is the amount of dollars that 
you paid out to anybody in connection with the construction. 

Mr. Hahn. We paid the $120,000 we got so we really paid out 
$3,600,000— $3,556,060 we paid out. 

Mr. Simon. That was actually paid out in checks ? 

Mr. Hahn. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. The $2,936,000 figure you gave us is your actual cost 
after deducting the premium on the mortgage? 

Mr. Hahn. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And the difference between your actual costs and the 
mortgage proceeds was $877,000; is that right? 

Mr. Hahn. No. 

Mr. Simon. It would be more than that ? 

Mr. Hahn. No; it is less than that. 

Mr. SrMON. It would be $950,000, wouldn’t it? 

Mr. Hahn. No. 

Mr. Simon. The mortgage was $3,986,000 ; is that right? 

Mr. Hahn. That is right. ’ ’ ’ ^ 

Mr. Simon. And the costs, after reducing the costs by the mortgao-e 
piemiijm, at $2,935,000; is that right? That doesn’t include tlie laiid 
Mr. Hahn. That is right. 
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Mr. Simon. That would be $665,000 was the surplus of mortgage 
proceeds over costs; is that right? 

Mr. Hahn. It is approximately that. 

Mr. Simon. And upon completion of the building did you distribute 
to yourselves $874,500? 

Mr. Hahn. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. And that came out of the excess of mortgage proceeds 
over the cost? 

Mr. Hahn. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. When were these buildings completed ? 

Mr. Hahn. Completed in 1950. 

Mr. Simon. And the total mortgage was roughly $4 million and th® 
amount that you had left over out of tlie mortgage was roughly 15 
percent of the total amount? i 

Mr. Hahn. That is right; approximately that. 

Mr. Simon. Or $665,000 ? 

Mr. Hahn. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you very much. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. 

We will now stand in recess until 10 o’clock this Thursday morning. 

( Wliereupon, at 4 : 20 p. m., the committee recessed to reconvene at 
10 a. m., Thursday, September 30, 1954.) 
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THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 1954 

United States Senate, 

Banking and Curkency Committee, 

New York^ N. T. 

Tlie committee met, pursuant to recess at 10 a. m., Prescott Bush, 
presiding. 

Present : Senators Bush, Payne, and Beall. 

Also present : William Simon, general counsel ; Richard W. Hogue 
and Clarence M. Dinkins, assistant counsel; and John A. Bard, ac- 
countant, FHA investigation. 

Senator Bush. The committee will please be in order. 

The first witness today is Mr. Jack Garner. Mr. Garner, will you 
be sworn ? 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
before this committee will be the truth, the whole truth and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ? 

ft 

TESTIMONY OF JACK GARNER, KINGSWAY GARDENS, BROOKLYN, 
N. Y., ETC., ACCOMPANIED BY ABRAHAM RAIDER, COUNSEL 

Mr. Garner. So help me God. 

Senator Bush. Please be seated and give your correct name to the 
clerk. 

Mr. Garner. Jack Garner, 859 Forest Avenue, Rye, N. Y. 

Senator Bush. Mr. Simon. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Garner, are you associated? with the Kingsway 
Gardens project? 

Mr. Garner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Wliere is it located? 

Mr. Garner. On the east side of Kings Highway between 26th 
Street and 29th Street. 

Mr. Simon. Where? 

Mr. Garner. Brooklyn. 

Mr. Simon. Who acquired the land on which the project was built? 
Mr. Garner. I did. 

Mr. Simon. That is, through a corporation of which you were the 
sole stockholder ? 

Mr. Garnisr. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And who built the building? That is, who got the 
section 608 commitment and built the building? 

Mr. Garner. I did. 

Mr. Simon. Was that through a corporation, too? 

Mr. Garner. Yes, sir. 


3033 


3034 


FHA INVESTIGATION 


Mr. Simon. What was the name of the corporation ? 

Mr. Cabner. Car- Jack Realty Corp. 

Mr. Simon. Car- Jack Realty No. 2? 

Mr. Carner. That is right. 

Mr, Simon. Who were the stockholders of that ? 

Mr. Carner. I was the sole owner. ^ 

Mr. Simon. What was the capital stock of Car- Jack Realty No. 21 
Mr. Carner. The value of the land ? 

Mr, Simon. No; the capital stock. 

Mr. Carner. About $122,000. 

Mr. Simon. How many shares were issued? 

Mr. Carner. I think it was 200. 

Mr. Simon. 200 shares. And that was issued for the land ? 

Mr. Carner. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And the land had cost you $122,000 ? 

Mr. Carner. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. W as there any cash put in in addition to the land ? 

Mr. Carner. What do you mean ? . 

Mr. Simon. For the stock. The stock was issued just for the land! 
Mr. Carner. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What was the amount of the FHA mortgage ? 

Mr. Carner. $2,358,000. 

Mr. Simon. When you sold the mortgage, did you get a premium 
on it? 

Mr. Carner. I did. 

Mr. Simon. What was the amount of the premium ? 

Mr. Carner. $82,530. 

Mr. Simon. Who actually built the building? What construction 
company was it ? 

Mr. Carner. This Car- Jack Realty. 

Mr. Simon. The sponsor was its own builder? 

Mr. Carner. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost of constructing the building? 

Mr. Carner. Cost? 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost ? 

Mr. Raider. Mr. Simon, may linterrupt a moment to correct a state- 
ment Mr. Carner made? Actually the Car- Jack Realty Corp. con- 
structed the building for Kingsway Gardens, Inc., which was the 
mortgagee under section 608. As a matter of fact, it was built at cost 
so it didn’t make too much difference whether it was Car-Jack or 
Kingsway Gardens, Inc. 

Mr. Simon. Kingsway Gardens, Inc., was owned by whom ? 

. Mr. Carner. By myself. ^ ; i- 

Mr. Simon. You were the sole stockholder in all three corporations? 
Mr, Carner. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Was the capital stock of Kingsway, Inc., issued for this 
land? 

Mr. Carner. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Car- Jack Realty No. 2 built the building? 

Mr. Carner. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You owned all the stock in both of them ? 

Mr. Carner. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost of construction ? 

Mr. Carner. $1,986,383.79. 
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Mr. Simon. That includes the cost of the land, cost of construction 
of building, and the interest and taxes during construction; is that 

right? 

Air. Cakner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. That is the total cost paid to everybody ? 

Mr. Carner. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Therefore, the total costs were $454,146.21 less than 
the mortgage proceeds, is that right? 

Mr. Garner. I believe so. 

Mr. Simon. Did you also have an interest in Nostrand Gardens? 
Mr. Garner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. That was a cooperative housing project ? 

Mr. Garner. Section 213, yes. 

Mr. Simon. Cooperative housing project? 

Mr. Garner. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Where was that located? 

Mr. Garner. That is on Avenue X. 

Mr. K aider. Avenue X and Brown and Haring, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
Mr. Simon. How large a project is that? 

Mr. Garner. I think it was 34S units. 

Mr. Simon. And 66 garages, is that right? 

Mr. Garner. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Who were the stockholders? 

Let me ask you: Who built the building? WTiat was the con- 
struction company ? 

Mr. Raider. Do you mind if I answer? Matroland Building Co., 
Inc. 

Mr. Simon. Who were the stockholders of the Matroland Building 
Go., Mr. Carner ? 

Mr. Garner. They were three Giffunis and three Garners. 

Mr. Simon. You and two members of your family ? 

Mr. Carner. Two brothers and Mr. Giffuni and two sons. 

Mr. Simon. And two of his sons? 

Mr. Carner. That is right. 

Air. Simon. Was there a Nostrand Gardens Corp. organized as a 
nonprofit corporation to sell these cooperative housing projects? 

Mr. Carner. I don’t know how to answer that. I don’t understand 
that. 

Mr. Simon. You say Matroland built the building. 

Mr. Carner. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t it have a contract with some nonprofit corpora- 
tion under which it built the building and didn’t the nonprofit cor- 
poration then sell the apartments to the homeowners ? 

Air. Raider. Do you want me to answer that question, Mr. Simon ? 
Mr. Simon. If he doesn’t know. 

Mr. Carner. I don’t understand that. 

Mr. SiiMON. Did you have a building contract to build this building? 
Mr. Carner. For the Nostrand. 

Air. Semon. Who was the contract between ? 

Air. Carner. The Matroland for the Nostrand. 

Mr. Simon. And Nostrand? 

Mr. Carner. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Was there a corporation by the name of Nostrand? 

Mr. Carner. Nostrand were the cooperatives, the owners. 
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Mr. SmoN. That was a cooperative non-profit corporation ? 

Mr. Garner. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Now, who applied for the FHA commitment? 

Mr. Garner. Well, we purchased this parcel. 

Mr. Simon. Who allied for the commitment, though? 

Mr. Garner. Well, I guess the original sponsors. 

Mr. Simon. Who were they ? 

Mr. Garner. There was a party by the name of Roach, and also a 
party W the name of Sam Match. I don’t know Roach’s first name. 

Mr. oiMON. What did you purchase from Match and Roach? 

Mr. Garner. We purchased the land and the stock. 

Mr. Simon. The land you paid $115,000 for, is that right ? 

Mr. Garner. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. FHA then valued the land at $142,000 ? 

Mr. Garner. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You were able to get a mortgage on it for $126,0001 

Mr. Garner. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. And you then leased the property for 99 years to the 
cooperative at a rental of $3,100? I am sorry, at a rental of about 
$8,000 a year ? 

Mr. Garner. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. That is a 99-year lease ? 

Mr. Gariger. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. The cooperators do not own the land on which the 
buildiim is built? 

Mr. Garner. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You also purchased for $105,000 the stock of the con- 
struction company ? 

Mr. Garner. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. At the time you paid $105,000 for that stock, what were 
its assets ? 

Mr. Garner. Well, that was the actual moneys that had been 
advanced by them. In other words, on their books. 

Mr. Simon. Did that company have any assets other than the 
FHA commitment? 

Mr. Garner. That is all I purchased. Nothing else. 

Mr. Simon. So that you paid them $105,000 for the FHA commit- 
ment ? 

Mr. Garner. No, for moneys advanced, such as architect’s fees 

Mr. Simon. What did you get for your $105,000? 

Mr. Garner. Well, I got all the actual work and moneys expended 
for such as the sale of the apartments, the moneys advanced to the 
architect, plans, the fees to the brokers. That was all done by the 
original people. 

Mr. Simon. And have they spent $106,000? 

Mr. Garner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. That is what you paid them ? 

Mr. Garner. Exactly what they are supposed to have spent. 

Mr. Simon. Did they make a profit on the sale of the land to you? 

Mr. Garner. I wouldn’t loiow that. 

Mr. Simon. Then I gather you built a third project called Patricia 
Gardens ? 

Mr. Garner. That is right. 
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Mr. Sunken. In which the mortgage turned out to be equal to the cost ; 
ill fact, a little less than the cost ? 

Mr. Garner. About $60,000. 

Mr. Simon. Isn’t it $48,000 ? 

Mr. Garner. That is alter the premium on the mortgage. 

Mr. Simon. On that one tlie costs were $46,000 more ? 

Mr. Garner. About $47,000 more than I had received. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you very much. 

Senator Bush. Any questions. Senator Payne ? 

Senator Payne. No, sir. 

Senator Bush. Thank you very much for coming. We appreciate 
your cooj^ration. 

^ Is Mr.Brunetti in the room ? 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes, sir. 

Senator Bush. Will you come forward, please? 

Mr. Brunetti, will you raise your right hand, please? Do you 
solemnly swear that the testimony you will give before this committee 
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God ? 

TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH J. BRUNETTI, MAYBROOK GARDENS, MAY- 
WOOD, N. J., ETC., ACCOMPANIED BY WALTER D. VAN RIPER, 
COUNSEL, AND EDWIN R. ABFEL, ACCOUNTANT 

Mr, Brunetti. I do. 

Senator Bush. Please give your correct name and address to the 
clerk. 

Mr. Brunetti. Joseph J. Brunetti, 277 Standish Avenue, Hacken- 
sack, N. J. 

Senator Bush. Mr. Simon. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Brunetti, have you built a number of projects 
under section 608 of the Housing Act ? 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know how many ? 

Mr. Brunetti. About a half a dozen. 

Mr. Simon. Was the total mortgages $27,800,500? 

Mr. Brunetti. That is about right. 

Mr. Simon. A construction company which you own built those 
buildings? 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Simon. Excluding your office overhead, was the excess mort- 
gage funds over costs on those projects about $1,625,000 ? 

Mr. Riper. Just a minute. Maybe we can help you on that. We 
have it figured individually. Wliat did you say, Mr. Simon, one 
million 

Mr. Simon. $625,000. 

Mr. Riper. Our accountant says he figures it about $1,400,000. 

Mr. Simon. Let’s do them one by one and see where we come out. 
Mr. Abfel. Excuse me, Mr. Simon. Did you include the sales in 
there, too ? Do you remember ? 

Mr. Simon. I don’t think so. 

Mr. Abfel. I get about $1,400,000. 

Mr. Simon. Will you give us the names of these projects, please. 
Mr. Brunetti ? ^ ^ ^ t' y 

Mr. Brunettt. Maybrook Gardens, Inc. 
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Mr. Simon*. Where is that located? 

Mr. Brunetti. On Essex Street in Maywood, N. J. .i 

Mr. Simon. What was the capital stock of Maybrook Gardens, IncJ 
Mr. Brtjnetti. $10,000. 

Mr. Simon. Weren’t there six different corporations? 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And the total capital stock of the six corporations was 

$ 10 , 000 ? 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the second one? 

■ Mr. Bruneiti. Kutherford Apartments, Inc., Union Avenue, in 
Rutherford, N. J. 

Mr. Simon. What was the capital stock of that corporation? 

Mr. Brunetit. $5,000. 

Mr. Simon. How many corporations were there ? 

Mr. Brunetti. 'One. 

Mr. Simon. And the stock was $5,000 ? 

Mr. Brunetti. - Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the third one ? 

Mr. Brunetti. Van Ness Gardens, Inc., in Irvington, N. J. 

Mr. Simon. What was the capital stock of that corporation ? 

Mr. Brunetti. $1,000. 

Mr. Simon. What is the next one ? 

Mr. Brunetti. Brookchester, Inc., River Road, New Mulford, N. J. 
There was six sections. I mean there are 10 sections in this particular 
project. 

Mr. Simon. And the capital stock of each of the 10 was $1,000 or a 
total of $10,000? 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What is the next one ? 

Mr. Brunetti. Richard Village, Inc., 6 sections — 8 sections, in 
Clifton, N. J. 

Mr. Simon. Was the capital stock of each of those corporations 
$1,000 or a total of $8,000 ? 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What is the next one ? 

Mr. Brunetti. Wright Village, Inc., Terhune Avenue, Lodi, N. J. 
Mr. Simon. What was the capital stock ? 

Mr. Brunetti. $1,000. 

Mr. Simon. Were you advised by FHA people how to fill out the 
applications for FHA commitments? 

Mr. Brunetti. I was advised by my mortgage broker to fill out 
applications. . i 

Mr. Simon. Is that the Alexander Summer Mortgage Co. ? 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Where are they located ? 

Mr. Brunetti. In Teaneck, N. J. 

Mr. Simon. Did they tell you what figures to put in the applications? 
Mr. Brunetti. They prepared the applications. . 

Mr. Simon. Did you sign them ? 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you read them before signing them ? 

Mr. Brunetti. In some cases I did. 

Mr. Simon. In some cases you didn’t ? 
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Mr. BiiUNF/nT. In other words, I looked at certain things that I 
^ 1 

'^lilr^SiMON. You mean by that you didn’t look at certain things that 

vou didn’t understand? i . i 

^ Mr. Bkunetit. The applications, sir, were such that unless you 
were an expert and familiar with those type of applications, they were 
hard to fill out. . . • 

Mr. Simon. One of the items in the application, Mr. Brunetti, is an 
estimate of the cost of construction of the building. Were those esth 
mates your estimates, or the estimates of the Alexander Summer Mort- 
gage Co. ? 1 /-< 

Mr. Brunetti. They were prepared by Alexander bummer Co. 

Mr. Simon. Are you saying they are their estimates and not your 


estimates ? 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you know that the law limited a section 608 mort- 
gage to $8,100 a unit ? 

Mr. Brunetti. I heard of that. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know whether the Alexander Summer Mort- 
gage Co. filled out these applications on a basis of asking for a mort- 
gage of $8,100 a unit without regard to what the actual estimates of 
cost were to be ? 

Mr. Brunetti. In some cases they did. 

Mr. Simon. They actually wouldn’t know what your estimates of 
costs were going to be, would they ? 

Mr. Brx^xeiti. No, sir. 

Mr. Si:mon. Did you ever sign any of these applications in blank 
and let them fill them in ? 

Mr. Brunetti. I don’t recall. 

Senator Bush. Could it have happened that you did that, do you 
think ? 

Mr. Bri:neiti. Senator, I thinlv that if you say that I signed them 
in blank, it could have been simultaneously, where they were partially 
filled, and I took it for granted that they were acquainted with the 
regulations and I signed them and didnx notice them if they were 
blank or filled out sometimes. 

Mr. Simon. As I understand it, Mr. Brunetti, you customarily at 
Christinas gave Christmas gifts to all the FHA personnel? 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes, sir. I gave gifts to, or my organization gave 
gifts to, everyone connected in the building industry, including FHA. 

Mr. Simon. Including all the employees in the FHA office? 

Mr. Brunetti. I wouldn’t say all. 

Mr. Simon. I assume you didn’t give them to the porters but all the 
people that had any jobs that permitted them to make policy ? 

Mr. Brunetti. Well, sir, I wouldn’t know exactly if it was all. I 
say that we did give gifts. 

Mr. Simon. To a substantial number of FHA employees. Is that 
a fair statement? 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do you own a yacht ? 

Mr. Brunetti. I did own a yacht. 

Mr. Simon. On at least three occasions did your architect borrow 
the yacht to entertain FHA employees? 
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Mr. Brunetit. He said that he was going to use the yacht one 
afternoon, on a Sunday afternoon, to take some friends of his out for 
a ride, and later on, I discovered that there were going to be FHA men 
on this boat. However, since then, I found out recently that they did 
not go out on the boat. 

Mr. Simon. Weren’t there at least three occasions when the architect 
borrowed the yacht for that purpose? 

Mr. Bruneiti. I don’t think he borrowed the boat three times. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t you so testify in executive session? 

Mr. Brunetti. I said that I think that the FHA men were on the 
boat three times. 

Mr. Simon. I see, and 1 of those 3 times you yourself took them out? 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Now, going to the Maybrook Gardens case, who built 
the building? 

Mr. Brunetti. Maybrook Gardens, Inc., 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 sections. 

Mr. Simon. The sponsoring corporation was also the construction 
company ? 

Mjt. Brunetti. In this particular case; yes. 

Mr. Simon. Do I understand that the sponsoring corporations ac- 
quired the land from a company owned by you at its actual cost? 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost of the land ? 

Mr. Brunetti. $75,199.78. 

Mr. Simon. What was the actual construction cost? 

Mr. Brunetti. $3,621,083.95. 

Mr. Simon. Does that include any salaries to you or any profits to 
any of your companies? 

Mr. Brunetti. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. That is the actual amount it cost? 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Does that include the cost of the land ? 

Mr. Brunetti. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The total cost then including the cost of the land is 
$8,696,283 ? 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The excess of mortgage over cost was $97,783.73, plus 
a mortgage premium of $108,000? 

Mr. Brunetti. It was $99,783.73. 

Mr. Simon. $99,783 mortgage premium, is that right? 

Mr. Brunetti. Deficiency, $99,783.73. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t you get a mortgage premium of $109,000 ? 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes, sir, $109,478.87. 

Mr. Simon. The mortgage was $3,598,500? 

Mr. Brunetti. $3,596,500. 

Mr. Simon. So that the total mortgage proceeds exceeded the total 
cost by $10,000, is that right? 

Mr. Brunetti. $9,695.14. . 

Mr. Simon. Going to Rutherford Apartments, it is just one com- 
pany there, is that right? 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What was the mortgage there? 

Mr. Brunetti. $1,100,000. 

Mr. Simon. What was the land cost? 
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Mr. Brune™* $46,970.63. 

Mr. Simon. What was the construction cost? 

Mr. Brunetti. $910,900. 

Mr! Simon. Who was the contractor? 

Mr! Brunetti. Kutherford Park Apartments, Inc., built the job. 

Mr! Simon. The sponsor was the contractor ? 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SuvioN. The $910,900 was its actual cost? 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Was there a mortgage premium there? 

Mr. BRUNET’n. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Then the mortgage proceeds exceeded the total costs by 
$40,000? 

Mr. Brunetti. $43,129.87. 

Mr. Simon. Going to Van Ness Gardens, who owns the stock of the 
sponsor corporation ? 

Mr. Brunetti. Mayview Gardens, Inc. 

Mr. Simon. Who owns Mayview Gardens ? 

Mr. Brunetti. Hillcrest Park Homes, Inc. 

Mr. Simon. And who owns Hillcrest Gardens Homes, Inc. ? 

Mr. Brunetti. I did. 

Mr. Simon. "Wliat was the amount of the mortgage ? 

Mr. Brunetti. $747,500. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat was the land cost? 

Mr. Brunetti. $34,206.25. 

Mr. Simon. What was the actual cost of constructing the build- 
ing, including the interim financing charges ? 

• Mr. Brunetit. Mayview, Inc., built the project. 

Mr. Simon. What was the actual cost of construction ? 

Mr. Brunetti. $837,661.92. 

Mr. Simon. Was there a premium on the mortgage? 

Mr. Riper. He might have made an error. 

Mr. Abfel. You have two corporations, Van Ness Gardens, Inc. 
As far as their costs, they were $726,702.85. 

Mr. Simon. I understand both corporations lost money. We are 
trying to find out the actual cost. 

Mr. Abfel. Overall loss was $133,712'.55, including the premium 
that was received as far as two corporations were concerned. 

Mr. Simon. After adding the premium back ? 

Mr. Abfel. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. That was the actual loss ? 

Mr. Abfel. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Without any intracompany profits? 

Mr. Abfel. No intracompany profits at all. 

Mr. Simon. The next one is Brookchester. 

Mr. Brunetti. Brookchester, Inc., 1 to 10, inclusive. 

Mr. Simon. Wlio owned the stock of those 10 companies ? 

Mr. Brunetti. Joseph J. Brunetti Construction Co.. Inc. 

Mr. Simon. And who owned the stock of Joseph J. Brunetti Con- 
struction Co. ? 

Mr. Brunetti. I did. 

Mr. Simon. Wasn’t it owned by a company called Joseph J. Bru- 
netti, Inc.? 
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Mr. Brunetti. Joseph J. Brunefcti Construction Co., Inc. 

Mr. Simon. There are not two separate companies then ? 

Mr. Brunetti, No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the amount of the mortgage? 

Mr. Brunetti. $10,766,500. 

Mr. Simon. What was the mortgage premium ? 

Mr. Brunetti. $248,207.37. 

Mr. Simon. Total proceeds of the mortgage then were $11,011.. 
707.37? ’ 

Mr. Abfel. What was that figure again, please ? 

Mr, Simon, $11,011,707.37. 

Mr. Abfel. That is approximately correct, yes. 

Mr. Simon. Who purchased the land ? 

Mr. Brunetti. I did. 

Mr. Simon. What was the purchase price? 

Mr. Hiper. Excuse me a minute. 

Mr. Abfel. Who purchased the land from whom ? 

Mr. Simon. Who purchased the land from the last stranger? 

Mr. Brunetti. Bru-Ann Realty. 

Mr. Simon. You owned the stock in that? 

Mr. Brunetti. Hillcrest Park, Inc. 

Mr. Simon. You owned the stock of Hillcrest? 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. How much did Bru-Ann pay for the land? 

Mr. Brunetti. $155,783.34. 

Mr. Artel. That is what Bru-Ann paid for the laind plus real- 
estate taxes and interest during the time they held it. 

In other words, there was no profit made on the transaction. 

Mr. Simon. That was total out-of-pocket cost? 

Mr. Abfel. That is right, sir. No intercompany profit. 

Mr. Simon. Who built the building? 

Mr. Brunetti. Joseph J. Brunetti Co., Inc. 

Mr. Simon. Wliich you owned? 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the actual cost of construction ? 

Mr. Brunetti. $9,320,361.83. 

Mr. Abfel. We have the same situation here again. The actual 
cost of construction is reflected in two places, and as far as the indi- 
vidual owning companies are concerned, when you include the land 
cost, the total costs to the 10 owning companies, including the land, 
come to $10,822,000. 

Mr. Simon. The question is: What did it cost to build these 
buildings? 

Mr. Abfel. We haven’t got it in one figure. There are two separate 
sets of corporations. 

Mr. Simon. I understand, but disregarding the transactions between 
the right and left hand 

Mr. Abfel. These are not transactions between the right and left 
hand. When you have an owning company, the owning company 
pays an FHA examination fee which is not included in the cost of 
construction. 

Mr. Simon. We are trying to find out total cost, not contract pi’ice 
between companies. 
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Abfkl. I tliiiik we can ^et it this way quickei*. Total cost of 
the Brookshire sections were $10,822,204.48, and that would leave in 
Brookshire, if you included the premiums, in excess of approximately 
$190,000. The construction company itself had costs of $9,320,361.83, 
and the construction company itself had a profit of $882,000, and the 
overall profit, including all the premiums on this particular job, would 
be $1,073,685.06. That is on a mortgage of $10,765,500. 

Mr. Simon. I can’t a^ree you have a profit on something you own, 

but is what you are saying that the mortgage proceeds 

Mr. Abfel. And the premiums 

Mr. SiMox. The mortgage proceeds which would include the pre- 
miums exceed all actual costs paid by any company by $1,073,000? 

Mr. .Vbfel. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The next one is Richfield Village. 

Mr. Brunf.ti'I. Yes; Richfield Village, 8 sections, 1 to 8, inclusive. 
Mr. Si:uox. And who owned them ? 

Mr. Bruneti'i. Joseph J. Brunetti Construction Co. 

Mr. Simon. And you owned that company? 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes, sir. 

Ml’. Simon. What w^as the total amount of the mortgage? 

Mr. Brunetti. $7,489,000. 
i\rr. Si]\roN. The premium? 

Mr. Brunetti. $138,369.78. 

Mr. Simon. Making the total mortgage proceeds $7,627,269.78? 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Who purchased the land from the last stranger? 

Mr. Bruneiti. I think Bru-Ann Realty Co., Inc. 

Mr. Simon. How much did it pay? 

Mr. Brunetit. $191,070.04. 

Mr. Arfel. This is the same as the last situation, Mr. Simon, no in- 
tercoiupany profits. 

Mr. Simon. That is the total cost, including interest, up to the time 
you turned it over to the sponsoring corporation? 

Mr. Brunetti. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Who constructed the building? 

Mr. Brunetti. Joseph Brunetti Construction Co., Inc. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost of construction ? 

Mr. Brunetti. The whole profit, including 

Mr. Simon. What was its cost? Was it $7,147,218? 

Mr. Abfel. That is not the cost, Mr. Simon. That is the construc- 
tion contract between the two companies. We don’t have the one figure 
here. The overall profit that was made on the entire job, if you will 
look at it, is one picture. Including the mortgage premiums it was 
$135,717.74. 

Mr. Simon. Weren’t the mortgage costs, the actual costs 

Mr, Abfel. Actual cost of construction to construction company. 
There were other costs on the owner’s books which are not reflected 
in that particular figure. 

Afr. Simon. Wjis the actual cost $6,945,000? 

Mr. Abfel. Those are costs to construction company. Those were 
not the only costs. There were other costs approximating $360,000, 
Mr. Simon. What were they? 

Mr. Abfel. Architect’s fee 

Mr. Simon. How much was that ? 
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Mr. Abfel. $83,340.64. 

Mr. Simon. Who got that? 

Mr. Abfel. Leonard Fineman, engineer’s fee of $45,738. 

Mr. Simon. All right. Wlio got that ? 

Mr. Brunetti. Canjor & Bailey, engineers. 

Mr. Abfel. FHA inspection fee of $37,445, and FHA commitment 
examination fee of $22,467. Costs written off during construction, 
interest, real-estate taxes, insurance and FHA insurance during con- 
struction, $120,094.23. Mortgage discount of $8,497.50, on two sec- 
tions we had a mortgage discount. On the other 6 sections there were 
a premium and a legal fee of $37,445. 

Mr. Simon. After taking all those costs, the mortgage proceeds ex- 
ceeded the cost by $130,000? 

Mr. Abfel. $135,717.74. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. The last project is Wright Village, Lodi, N. J. 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Who owns the stock in the sponsoring corporation ? 
Mr. Brunetti. Joseph J. Brunetti Construction Co., Inc. 

Mr. Simon. And you own the stock in that? 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the total amount of the mortgage? 

Mr. Brunetti. $4,199,000. 

Mr. Simon. You had a discount there? 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. $41,000 

Mr. Brunetti. 990. 

Mr. Simon. What was the total mortgage proceeds ? 

Mr. Abfel. $4,199,000, less the discount. 

Mr. Simon. $4,157,010? 

Mr. Abfel. That is the net. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat was the land cost? 

Mr. Brunetti. $138,093.77. 

Mr. Simon. Wlio built the building? 

Mr. Brunetti. Joseph J. Brunetti Construction Co., Inc. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat was its cost? 

Mr. Brunetti. $3,696,249.86. . 

Mr. Simon. Were tliere any oth^ costs in connection with the 
project? 

Mr. Brunetti. Architect’s fee. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat was that? 

Mr. Brunetti. $40,314.74. 

Mr. Simon. Any others? 

Mr. Brunetti. Engineer, $22,253. 'FIL\ fees, $32,548, finance fees, 
$5,000. 

Mr. Simon. Any other costs? 

Mr. Brunetti. Costs written off during construction, interest, real 
estate, taxes, insurance, $78,057.45. 

Mr. Simon. Any other costs? 

Mr. Brunettt. No, sir. 

Mr. Abfel. There is one item we mentioned last time, Mr. Simon, 
also. There was $190,000 of debt here between the sponsor corpora- 
tion and the construction company that was forgiven by the construc- 
tion company, due to lack of funds available to pay off the debt. 

Mr. Simon. That was merely 
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Mr. AiiFEL. An intercompany washout. The net overall profit was 
i)etween all these companies ^ 

Mr. Simon. What was the ditterence between the mortgage pro- 
ceeds’ after taking the discount that you had to receive, and the total 
actual costs that you paid out? 
ilr. BauNETn. $144,468.18. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have the total excess of mortgage proceeds over 
costs on the six projects? 

Mr. Abfel. On the six from ^Maybrook ? 

Mr. Simon. All six of them. 

Mr. Abfel. $9,700. 

Mr. Simon. All six of them. 

Mr. Abfel. I have about $1,271,700. 

Mr. Simon. Wliich is the amount on these six projects by which 

all of his costs’, including interest and mortgage discounts 

Mr. Abfel. Were less than the mortgage proceeds. 

Mr. Simon. Right. 

Mr. Brunetti, were you given rent increases in any of these projects 
by FHA after completion of the projects? 

Mr. Bruneti’i. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Which ones? 

Mr. Brunetti. Brookchester, 10 sections. 

Mr. Simon. That is the one where you had the million dollar excess 
mortgage over cost — $1,073,000; is that right? 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. When was it completed? 

Mr. Abfel. 1953. Approximately August. 

•Mr. Bruneuit. It was completed approximately around August 
1953. 

Mr. Simon. And since that time you have had a rent increase; is 
that right ? 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Any others in which you have had rent increases? 

Mr. Brunette. Wright Village. 

Mr. Simon. When was that completed? 

Mr. Riper. I think we may be in error as to that. 

Mr. Brunetti. That particular job there was a rent increase in 
process and I think after I sold the job, the increase was granted, but 
I think that they got a rent increase. 

Mr. Simon. After you sold it? 

Mr. Brunetti. I think so. 

Mr. Simon. When did you sell it? 

Mr. Brunetti. April 1954. 

Mr. Simon. Any others in which there have been rent increases ? 

Mr. Brunette. At the moment I can’t remember any other one. 

Mr. Simon. When did you start this Brookchester project? 

Mr. Brunette. I started in November of 1949. 

Mr. Simon. It took you 4 years to finish it? 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes, sir; there were 10 sections. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you. 

Senator Bush. Do you have any questions. Senator Payne? 

Senator Payne. Yes, sir. Mr. Brunetti, when Brookchester was 
in the process of being constructed, how were the rents determined 
by FHA? 
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Mr. Brunetti. How were they determined? 

. Senator Patne. Yes. 

- Mr. Brunetti. I don’t know. . 

i Senator Payne. Were the rents based upon the total cost of con- 
struction or upon the total cost of the development? 

Mr. Brunetti. I don’t know their procedures. 

Senator Payne. Did they give to you the schedule of rents that you 
were to charge ? 

Mr. Brunetti. They gave me the rent schedules at the time of issu- 
ing of commitments. 

Senator Payne. Was that rent schedule changed from the time 
that they gave that commitment up to the time of the project being 
finally completed? 

Mr. Brunetti. In some cases, while it was completed — did you 
say 

Senator Payne. From the time the commitment was given up to 
time of completion of the project. 

Mr. Brunetti. No, sir. 

Senator Payne. Now in other words the schedule remained the 
same? 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Brunetti 

Mr. Riper. If you will permit him to finish, please. 

Mr. Brunetti. Senator, these projects are the lowest rental projects 
in the State of New Jersey. 

Mr. Simon. I suppose that would be a matter of opinion based upon 
what they were comparable to; is that right? 

Mr. Brunetti. Any section 608. 

Mr. Simon. Isn’t that based on your opinion as to comparable 
projects? 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes, sir. , 

Mr. Simon. To clarify your other answer, isn’t it a fact that your 
applications, which you apparently didn’t fill out and which were 
filled out by the Summer Mortgage Co., contained rent schedules? 

Mr. Brunetti. Possibly. 

Mr. Simon. You know that the application does, don’t you? 

'Mr. Brunetti. I understand it does, but I didn’t check it at that 
time. 

Mr. Simon. The first rent schedules prepared for this project were 
the ones contained in your application even though you might not 
have had anything to do with filling it out? 

Mr. Brunetti. I presume so. 

Mr. Simon. You loiew^ that these mortgages under section 608 could 
not exceed 90 percent of the estimated cost of the property: is that 
right? 

Mr. BRUNETTii Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Therefore, for you to get a $10 million mortgage— 
$10,700,000 mortgage — ^the estimate by FHA of the cost of the prop- 
erty had to be at least $11,800,000, 

Mr. Brunetti. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Therefore, the actual cost of the property was a little 
better than $2,100,000 below FHA’s- estimate; is that right? 

' Mr. Brunetoi. I presume so. 
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Simon. In FHA’s estimate— in FlIA’s rent schedule which 
they ""iive you — they included interest and amortization on the niort- 
ffJets an expense in computing the rent required to carry the project ; 

fsat that right? 

Ml’. llRUNETTi. I presume so. 

Mr. Simon. And their computation included interest and rent on 
a mortgage — interest and amortization, excuse me— a mortgage on a 
pi-operty, the actual costs of which were $2 million less than the 

t^timated cost? ^ i t, i ^ a 

Mr. Riper. Mr. Simon, will you permit us to hold that answer? 

I think Mr. Abfel has some information. 

Mr. Simon. Would you let him answer? 

Mr. Riper. I don't know if he can answer. 

(Conference between Mr. Abfel and Mr. Brunetti.) 

Mr. Simon. Isn’t that true? 

Mr. Brune'pit. Will you ask me the question again ? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 


The rent schedule which FHA gave you in the project analysis was 
based upon a requirement for interest and amortization on a mort- 
gage which was based upon an estimated cost that was $2 million 
higher than the actual cost of the project ? 

Mr. Brunetti. I think so. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you. 

Senator Payne. Then if that is correct, the rentals that were fig- 
ured on that property were actually computed on a basis of some- 
where between 15 and 20 percent higher than the actual equity in 
the property itself ? 

Mr. Brunetti. No, sir. My auditor here has more of the details 
and figures. I don’t have them handy, and I think if he could explain, 
you will have the corrected answers. 

Mr. Arfel. Could I explain, Senator Payne, please ? 

As far as the actual computation of the rental on the FHA form 
the mortgage and interest and carrying charges are only one of the 
factors. It must also be understood that the FHA, from what I have 
seen, also computes carrying charges, maintenance, and everything 
else. In Brookchester itself since the project has been completed, 
the real -estate taxes in that particular development have been doubled 
and the maintenance charges for that project, for that particular prop- 
erty, such as landscaping, snow removal, and other items, were far in 
excess of any estimates that anybody ever made, and on that par- 
ticular situation, that was the basis, I believe, for the rent increase, 
and in the original application no one could have any possible idea 
of the costs of maintaining that particular property. 

Mr. Simon. That has nothing to do with the question Senator Payne 
raised. 


Mr. Aufel. I agree that 

Mr. Simon. You have several items that go into figuring rents. One 
of those items is the interest and amortization on the mortgage. 

Mr. Arfel. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. The question that Senator Payne asked was directed 
lo the fact if that factor — maybe your other factors were too low — 
but if that factor wasn’t increased by an estimated cost of construe- 
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tion, which was 20 percent higher than the actual cost of construction 
and therefore that factor ^ 

Mr. Abfel. That particular factor would have been less. 

Mr. Simon. Would have been 20 percent off. 

Mr. Abfel. It would have been less ; yes, sir. 

Senator Bush. Thank you very much. We appreciate your co- 
operation. 

Mr. Riper. Mr. Chairman, I sat here all day Monday. I saw how 
the committee proceeded. I can’t leave without expressing to th& 
committee my appreciation just as a citizen of the fairness and tho 
courtesy and the way in which this committee conducted itself. It is 
so refreshing in contrast to what we have been reading about a lot 
of congressional committees. 

Senator Bush. The committee appreciates your very kindly com- 
ment. Thank you. 

Mr. Jacob Schneider. Mr. Schneider, will you raise your right 
hand, please? 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you will give before 
this committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God ? 

TESTIMONY OP JACOB SCHNEIDER, lANSON GARDENS, BROOK- 

lYN, N. Y., ETC., ACCOMPANIED BY DAVID ROSENBIOOM, 

ACCOITNTANT 

Mr. Schneider. I do. 

Senator Bush. Will you give your correct name and address to the 
clerk, please ? 

Mr. Schneider. Jacob Schneider, 128 Beach, 132d Street, Bell 
Harbor, Long Island. 

Senator Bush. Mr. Simon. 

Mr. Simon. You are Jacob Schneider, of 128 Beach, lfS2d Street, 
Bell Harbor, Long Island, N. Y. ? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Sclmeider, are you connected with the Lanson 
Gardens project? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. I believe you own 50 percent of that project? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Where is it located ? 

Mr. Schneider. Linden Boulevard and Rogers Avenue, Brooklyn. 

Mr. Simon. Brooklyn, N. Y., 142 units in the project? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes. ' 

Mr. Simon. Who first acquired the land in your group? 

Mr. Schneider. I did. 

Mr. Simon. You personally, or was it acquired by the Lanson 
Realty Corp. ? 

Mr. Schneider. Lanson Realty. 

Mr. Simon. Lanson Realtjr is owned by the same people who own 
Lanson Gardens? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. How much did you pay for the land ? 

Mr. Rosenbloom. Original cost? 
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Mr. Simon. Total cost, including your interest, carrying cliarges, 

and everything else. 

Mr. Schneidbr. $82,818.75. 

Mr. Simon. Did you turn that land into this section 608 corporation 
or merely lease it to them ? 

Mr. Schneider. Lease it. 

Simon. 99-year lease? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What value did FHA put on the lands for the leiise 
purposes ? 

^ Mr. Schneider. $115,000. 

Mr. SmoN. After the FHA valuation, were you able to get a mort- 
gage on that land for $103,500? 

^ Mr. Schneider. Yes. 

Mr. Snuox. So tliat you received a mortgage of $20,000 more than 
the land cost you ? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes, 

Mr, Simon. Wlio built the building? 

Mr. Schneider. Seelco Construction Co. 


Mr. vSiMON. Do the same people own the stock in that company 
tliat owned the stock in Lanson Kealty Co. and also owned the stock in 
Lanson Gardens? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What was the amount of the mortgage? 

Mr. Schneider. $1,160,000. 

Mr. Simon. Was there a premium? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What was the amount of the premium ? 

■ Mr. Schneider. The net was $34,800, 

Mr. Simon. Wliat was the cost of construction to the Seelco Con- 
struction Corp. ? What was the construction cost? 

Mr. Rosenbloom. We had a construction contract 

Mr. Slmon. My question is total cost. What did it cost, not what 
the contract said. 

Mr. RosENBLoo3r, One - million - thirty-live-thousand-and-five-hun- 
dred-some-odd dollars to the construction company. 

Mr. Simon. I am sorry 

Mr. Rosenbloom. We liave total costs, costs that were paid by the 
sponsor corporation. 

Mr. Simon. If he Imows, I would appreciate his answering. 

Mr. Schneider. $1,035,000, plus the other expenses, FHA mort- 
gages, interest, taxes, insurance, FHA examination fee, FHA in- 
spection fee, title recording, and legal and total cost was $1,095,552.58. 

Mr. Simon. Aren’t you including in that cost you have just given 
us, Mr. Sehneider, $32,500 that you paid yourself and Mr. Fox in 
salaries ? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. So that the total costs, excluding what you paid your- 
selves, are roughly $1,065,000; is that right? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes. 

. Hr. Simon. And the total proceeds of the mortgage was $1,194,000' 
IS that right? ' ? 

Hr. Schneider. Including the premium. 


3050 


FHA INVESTIGATION 


Mr. Simon. That is right. So that the amount of money you got 
out of the mortgage was $130,000 more than the amount of money it 
oost you to build the building ? 
t Mr. Schneider. Including the salaries. 

Mr. Simon. Not including your salaries ; is that right? 

Mr. Schneider. Not including salaries; that is ri^t. 

Mr. Simon. $130,000 excess of mortgage proceeds over cost, not 
including what you paid yourselves; is tliat right? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you build Roder Gardens? 

Mr. Schneider, i es, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Where is that? 

Mr. Schneider. 824 East Ninth Street in Brooklyn. 

Mr. Simon. Plow many units there ? 

Mr. Schneider. Eighty- four. 

Mr. Simon. What was the mortgage there ? 

Mr. Schneider. $748,400. 

Mr. Simon. Was there a premium on the mortgage? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What was the amount of the premium? 

Mr. Schneider. About $22,000. I think it is 3 percent. 

Mr. Simon. $22,000? 

Mr. Schneider. Somewhere along there. 

Mr. Simon. That would be $770,000 total proceeds of the mortgage? 
Mr. Schneider. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Now, tlie mortgage did not include the land; did it? 
Mr. Schneider. No. 

Mr. Simon, Who built the building? 

Mr. Schneider. Brookshire Construction Corp. 

. Mr. Simon. The same people owned the stock in that company as 
owned the stock in the company that owned the building? 

Mr. Schneider. Brookshire owns the stock of Roder Gardens. 

Mr. Simon. So the building corporation was a wholly owned sub- 
sidiary of the construction company? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. "What was the cost to the construction company of 
building the building? 

Mr. JScHNEiDER. $707,300.28. 

Mr. Simon. Does that include interest and carrying charges? 

Mr. Schneider. No. That was paid by the Roder Gardens. 

Mr. Simon. What was the total of interest and carrying charges? 
Mr. Schneider. $10,388. 

Mr. Simon. Were the totffl costs to everybody for everything that 
was spent in connection with'the building $717,688 ? 

Mr. Schneider. There was an additional working capital taken by 
the bank. 

Mr. Simon. Money you put in the bank isn’t spent, is it? I am 
talking about what it cost you to build the building. 

Mr. Schneider. $707,300. 29. 

Mr. Simon. The $10,000 is financing? 

Mr. Schneider. Plus the $10,388. 

Mr. Simon, Is $717,688 the total cost paid to anybody in connec- 
tion with building the building? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Does that include any salaries you paid yourself? 
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Mr. Schneider. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. $37,000 of salaries ? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. So that excluding your own salaries, the salaries you 
paid yourself, the mortgage proceeds were $87,000 more than the 
total costs, is that right? 

Mr. Jacobson. Yes, except of the mortgage proceeds over $11,000 
was never seen by the corporations involved. 

Mr. Simon. What happened to that ? 

Mr. J ACOBSON. That was taken over by the mortgagee immediately 
as working capital and was later applied to curi’ent escrow accruals 
which was just about equal to the working capital. 

Mr. Simon. Were those escrow accruals a cost of construction or 
cost of operating after the building was in operation. 

Mr. Jacobson. A cost of operation after the building was in con- 
struction, after it was in operation. 

Mr. Simon. I take it on your books you offset tliat as rental income, 
didn’t you ? 

Mr. Jacobson. Yes; but if we compare fund of moneys going out 
for construction and moneys coming in through the mortgage, it gets 
lost. 

Mr. Simon. It seems to me either have to add rental income after 
you built the building or not include the operating costs after .the 
building was in operation. 

Mr. Jacobson. I am merely trying to make the point that if we 
attempt to compare funds coming in with funds going out, there were 
that amount of funds at that time during construction, that did go 
out to the mortgagee. 

Mr. Simon. But you are talking now about some costs of operating 
the building, which were offset on your books or charged on your 
books against rental income. Isn’t that true ? 

Mr. ScHNEmER. O. K. 

Mr. Simon. Is that true? I don’t know. I am merely trying to 
■find out from you. 

Mr. Jacobson. I assume that what you are atetmpting to show is 
that of the moneys that came in, comparing that with the amount of 
moneys that went out to strangers, that there was a certain fund left. 

Mr. Simon. We are trying to find out what was the difference be- 
tween the amount of money you got from the mortgage and what it 
cost to build the building and we are not incJuding any rental income 
after the building was operated nor are we including any operating 
expenses after the building was built. 

Mr. Schneider. You are right. 

Mr. Simon. Is $87,000 the amount of money by which the mortgage 
proceeds exceeded all of the costs of building tlie building, including 
interest and financing charges during construction? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. You also built two cooperative projects, did you not? 
Mr. ScF iNEiDER. One is completed and one is in construction. 

Mr. Simon. On the 2 section G08’s, the mortgages were $1,160,000 
on 1 and $748,000 on the other, approximately $2 million mortgages, 
and the mortgage proceed exceeded the costs by $217,000 ; is that right ? 
Mr. Schneider. Roughly. 

Mr. Simon. What was the capital stock of Roder Gardens? 
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Mr. SCHNKIDER. $U00. 

Mr. Simon. $1,000 was stock you put up ami $100 was stock for the 
FHA Commissioner? 

Mr. Schneider. Eight. 

Mr. Simon. What was the capital stock in Lanson Gardens { 

Mr. Schneider. The same. 

Mr. Simon. $1,000 of stock for you people and $100 for tlie FHA 
Commissioner; is that right? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. In the first of your cooperatives, Lincoln Cooperatm 
Gardens, was the land put into the cooperative or did you letise Oiat 
for 99 years ? 

Mr. Schneider. Leased. 

Mr. Simon. It is a lease arrangement. The cooperators never will 
own the land ? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes. 

Mr, Simon. Where is that cooperative located? 

Mr. Schneider. East 7th Street, between Avenue Z and Joralemon 
Court. 

Mr. Simon. Who did Lincoln Cooperative Gardens contract with for 
the construction of the building? 

Mr. Schneider. Jack Deer Construction Co. 

Mr. Simon. You owned 50 percent of the stock in that ? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did Jack Deer Construction (^o. then subcontract the 
job to somebody else ? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. There were five corporations to whoni it subcontracted 
the job; is that right? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. The Edmund Co., Sunny Co., the Burke Co., the Edyth 
Co., and the Evelyn Co. ? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes. 

Mr. Simon, Did eacli set of corporations make a profit on the con- 
struction ? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Why did the Jack Deer Co. subcontract the work to the 
five other companies instead of doing it itself? 

Mr. Schneider. Because of a liability. 

Mr. Simon. Because of liability? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What liability? 

Mr. Schneider. iVccident or anything else that may arise. 

Mr. Simon. Who were the stockholders of Jack Deer Construction 
Co. ? , 

Mr. Schneider. The same stockholders as the other corporations. 

Mr. Simon. Al'hat was the capital stock of Jack Deer Construction 
Co.? 

Mr. Schneider. $4,000. 

Mr. Simon. $4,000? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. If there was any liability it couldn’t have possibly cost 
you more than the $4,000, could it? 

Mr. Schneider. And the loss of profits. 
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Mr. iSiMON. Wlio were the stockholders of these five corporations 
with apparently children’s first names? 

Mr. Schneider. The same stockholders as J ack Deer. 

Mr. Simon. How would it make any difference as far as loss of 
profits are concerned if you had an accident whether the first company 
did tlie work or whether you subcontracted it to the second group of 
companies? 

Mr. Jacobson. Could I explain that ? 

Mr. Simon. If he knows 

Mr. Schneider. My accountant took care of it. 

Mr. Simon. You did it. You must know why. 

Mr. Jacobson. He pays me fees. I am supposed to think of these 
things for him. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know why you took the contract in 1 company 
and then subcontracted it to 6 other companies and took a profit in 
each company ? 

Mr. Schneider. Well, I will give this to the accountant. They 
know. 

Mr. Simon. My only question is whether you knew why they did 
that? 

Mr. Schneider. I didn’t do it. 

Mr. Simon. You didn’t? 

Mr. Schneider. Jack Deer done that. 

Mr. Simon. What position did you occupy in Jack Deer Construc- 
tion Co. ? 

Mr. Schneider. President. 

Mr. Simon. You were the president? 

. Mr. Schneider. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t you sign these papers for the subcontracts? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. I take it you are a director? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. You as a director must have voted for the contract; 
didn’t you? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. When Jack Deer got the contract instead of it building 
the building, it subcontracted it to these 'five other companies. I am 
trying to find out from you why you did that. If you don’t know, that 
is the answer, but I would like to know if you know why you did it. 
Mr. Schneider. I have done that on the advice of my accountants. 
Mr. Simon. Did your accountants tell you why you should do it? 
Did they give you a reason ? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat was the reason they gave you ? 

Mr. Schneider. On account of liability. 

Senator Bush. Was it tax liability? 

Mr. Schneider. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Bush. Thank you very much, Mr. Schneider. That will 
do. We appreciate your cooperation. 

Mr. Wolosoff, will you raise your right hand, please? Do you sol- 
emnly swear that the testimony you will give before this committee 
will be the truth, the whole tnith, and nothing but the truth, so help 
'ou God? ’I 
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TESTIMOmr or alvin b. wolosoff, alley pond park, 

BROOKLYN, N. Y. 

Mr. Wolosoff. I do. 

Senator Bush. Will you give your correct name and address to the 
cleric nlease ^ 

Mr. WOLOSOFF. Alvin B. Wolosoff, 138-50 78th Avenue, Flushinff 
N. Y. . ^ 

Mr. Winn. Can we have such pictures taken first? 

Senator Bush. Will you get your pictures, please? 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Wolosoff, did you build three section 608 projects? 

Mr. Wolosoff. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. One was Lakeview Apartments, another was Alley 
Pond Park, and the third was Campus Hill ? 

Mr. Wolosoff. Campus Hall Apartments. 

Mr. Simon. Prior to building the section 608’s, had you built some 
section 207’s? 

Mr. Wolosoff. I built one section 207, sir. 

Mr. Simon. When was that? 

Mr. Wolosoff. Approximately 1940. 

Mr. Simon. In 1940 ? 

Mr. Wolosoff. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Under section 207 of the Housing Act the mortgage 
cannot exceed 80 percent of the economic value of the property ; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Wolosoff. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Under section 608, of course, the mortgage can be 90 per- 
cent of the estimated cost ? 

Mr. Wolosoff. Of the Commissioner's estimated cost. 

Mr. Simon. Did you have any conversation with FHA pei’sonnel 
that induced you to build section 608’s ? 

Mr. Wolosoff. There was conversation in my office. I didn’t have 
it directly. It was had with my brother, whom I have since lost. 

Mr. Simon. You told this committee in executive session recently 
that FHA people told you 

Mr. Wolosoff. I am coming to that, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Would you tell us that? 

Mr. Wolosoff. Yes, sir. 

There were FHA people who used to inspect the section 207. 

Mr. Simon. That is your Kew Gardens project? 

Mr. Wolosoff. That is right, Kew Gardens Hill. 

Mr. Simon. Incidentally, the cost of building Kew Gardens Hills 
under section 207 was substantially in excess of the mortgage? 

Mr. Wolosoff. Very much so. 

Mr. Simon. You had a substantial investment in that project? 

Mr. Wolosoff. Yes, sir; by far more than I had anticipated. 

Mr. Simon. These inspectors had these conversations ? 

Mr. Wolosoff. May I proceed ? 

Mr. Simon. Yes, sir. ' . 

Mr. Wolosoff. At one time when these inspectors were over to Kew 
Gardens Hills they stopped into our office, which was in the vicinity of 
the Kew Gardens Hills project, and they talked to my brother about 
the advantages of going into the new program of section 008. 

Mr. Simon. Did you recall when this was, Mr. Wolosoff? 
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jyjjr. WoLOSOFF. I would say it was in around 1946. 

Mr. Simon. What did they say? 

Mr. WoLOSOFF. I don’t remember the words that they used, but in 
essence they thought it would be a favorable plan for us to participate 
in the section 608 program. 

Mr. Simon. Did they tell you that you could build these buildmgs 
without putting up any of your own money ? 

Mr. WOLOSOFF. They didn’t tell me that. But the implication was 
that the terms were favorable. I don’t think that they would know 
at the time whether one would have to put in money or not. They 
knew that we were efficient builders, well financed, and they thought 
that we could do very well with it. 

Mr. Simon. They gave you a sales talk for going into the section 
698 program? 

Mr. WoLosoFF. That is right, sir. They were eager that we partici- 
pate in the program. 

We got the impression at the time that FHA was sending people 
around to 

Mr. Simon. Promote the projects? 

Mr. WoLOSOFF. To get builders, efficient and capable builders, who 
would help further the section 608 program. Of course, you recall 
that at that time housing was in very great demand, and FHA in order 
to do their job needed the help of builders who were capable of con- 
structing large-sized projects. 

Mr, Simon. Did they give you the impression that you could build 
these section 608’s without investing any money ? 

Mr. WoLosoFF. I can’t say as to that, sir. All I can recall is that 
they said that the terms and conditions were very favorable and at- 
tractive and. that it would be advisable for us from a business point 
of view to participate in the section 608 program. 

Mr. Simon. When did you build Alley Pond? 

Mr. M^olosoff. Alley Pond, I think was built in around 1949. 

Mr. Simon. 1949? 

Mr. WoLOSOFF. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. AVhen did you build Campus Hall ? 

Mr. WoLosoFF. Campus Hall was built around 1961. 

Mr. Simon. 1961? 

Mr. WoLosoFF. It was completed, I believe, early in 1962. 

Mr. Simon. And Lakeview Apartments Nos. 1 and 2: when was 
that built ? 

Mr. WoLosoFF. We started that around the latter part of 1949. 

Mr. Simon. 1949? 

Mr. WoLOSOFF. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. You finished it in 1960? 

Mr. WoLOSOFF. I don’t remember the finishing date. 

Mr. Simon. We already have had testimony from your bi*other 
about Alley Pond, and my recollection is that the mortgage proceeds 
exceeded the costs by somewhere around 3 to SVo million dollars: is 
that right? 

Mr. WoLosoFF. I beg pardon? 

Mr. Simon. We have already had testimony with respect to Alley 
Pond Park from your brother; is that right? 

Mr. WoLOSoFF. That is right. 
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Mr. Simon. Tlmt was your brother wlio testified here a month or 
so ago ? 

Mr. WoLosoPF. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do you recall the amount that he gave as the amount 
by which the mortgage proceeds exceeded costs? 

Mr. WoLOSOFF. No, sir; I don’t remember those figures. 

Mr. Simon. Wasn’t it somewhere around 3 or 3% million dollars? 

Mr. WoLOSOFF. I question that seriously. 

Mr. Simon. You do? 

Mr. WOLOSOFP. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Stmon. Isn’t this the company that now has some three and a 
half million dollars in cash in the bank and a half million dollars of 
mortgages ? 

Mr. WoLOsoFF. I am sorry to report it is not so. 

Mr. Simon. What was the difference ? 

Mr. WoLOsoFF. I beg pardon ? 

Mr. Simon. What was the difference? 

Mr. WoLosoFF. It was very, very far from that figure. 

Mr. Simon. Isn’t your brother Morton Wolosoff ? 

Mr. Wolosoff. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Have you read his testimony here the last time? 

Mr. Wolosoff. I read his testimony. 

Mr. Simon. Campus Hall 

Mr. Wolosoff. We don’t have any three and a half million dollars. 

Mr. Simon. Maybe I have a different project in mind. 

Mr. Wolosoff. I am quite certain it is another project. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have the figures on the difference between the 
mortgage costs and the mortgage for Alley Pond ? 

Mr. Wolosoff. I don’t have the figures, but if you will give me a 
minute I will try and refresh my recollection on it. 

Mr. Simon. Fine. 

Mr. Wolosoff. I would say it came closer to a half million 
dollars 

Mr. Simon. Closer to a half million dollars? 

Mr. Wolosoff. Than the figure that you have stated. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t have any figure or files or papers ? 

Mr. Wolosoff. No, sir. I am not prepared to testify on Alley 
Pond. I felt inasmuch as my brother had testified there would be no 
need for me to do so. 

Mr. Simon. You can’t recall any closer than a half million dollars 
the difference? 

Mr. Wolosoff. That is right. Mind you, this is without referring 
to the books. I am dependini^ entirely on my memory. 

Mr. Simon. I try to keep about 300 of these projects in my mind and 
I thought maybe you could have 3 of them. 

Mr. Wolosoff. I know the difficulty you encounter. 

Mr. Simon. Going to Lakeview Apartments, there you owned 50 
percent of the stock ; is that right? 

Mr. Wolosoff. That is right.’ • 

Mr. Simon. The stock was $10,000? 

Mr, Wolosoff. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Where is that project located ? 

Mr. Wolosoff. That project is located in Forest Hills. 
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Mr. Simon. Where ? 

Mr. WoLOsoFF. On 66th Road and 110th Street. 

Mr! Simon. How large a project is it? 

Mr. WoLOsoFF. There are two projects. There is Lakeview 1 and 
Lakeview 2. May I suggest that for the purpose of simiplicity we 
consider them one project ? 

Mr. Simon. Right. I take it they really are physically one pro- 
ject. 

Mr. WoLosoFF. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Stmon. What Avas the number of units ? 

Mr. WoLosoFF. Together there are 368 apartments. 

Mr. Simon. What was the amount of the mortgage — the two mort- 
gages ? 

Mr. WoLOsoFF. 366 apartments. I am f?orry. 

Mr. Staion. What was the amount of the mortgage ? 

Mr. WoLosoFF. The amount of the mortgages were $3,068,000. 

Mr. Simon. What premium did you get on the sale of the mort- 
gages ? 

Mr. WoLOSOFF. $34,514. 

Mr. Simon. Who built the buildings? 

Mr. WoLOsoFF. 66th Road Construction Corp. 

Mr. Simon. Were the same people the stockholders of the con- 
struction company that owned tlie building company? 

Mr. WoLOSoFF. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And what was the capital stock of the construction 
company ? 

Mr. WoLOSOFP. I don’t remember that, but it was nominal. 

' Mr. Simon. What do you mean by “nominal,” a thousand dollars? 

Mr. WoLOsoFF. I imagine it was over a thousand dollars, but I would 
say not in excess of $5,000, 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost to the construction company of build- 
ing the building? 

Mr. WoLOsoFF. $2,424,000. 

Mr. Simon. Were there any other costs in connection with con- 
struction ? 

Mr. WoLosoFF. Not that I have in my records, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Does the $2,424,000 include interest during construc- 
tion? 

Mr. WoLOsoFF. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SmoN. Taxes and carrying charges, everything else? 

Mr. WoLOsoFF. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. So that the mortgage proceeds exceeded the costs by 
$677,000? 

Mr. WoLOSOFF. No, sir. The figures that I have show this : that the 
differential between the amount of the mortgage and the cost was 
$609,265. If you were to add the mortgage premium you would add 
$35,514 to that, and get something in the neighborhood of $643,000 
or $644,000. 

Mr. Simon. What did you say, Mr. Wolosoff, were the costs? 

Mr. Wolosoff. The cost was $2,424,000. 

Mr. Simon. In order to get that figure, don’t the costs have to be 
$2,458,000? Frankly, I have the same final figure that you have, but 
I get tliat with a cost of $2,458,000. 
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Mr. WoLOsoFF. If you will pardon me a minute, I will refer to my 
statement. ^ 

Mr. Simon. If you will add the figure on page 2 in the second para- 
graph, which is $1,224,000 to the one on the top of jiage 4 of $1,234,000 
you will get a total of $2,458,000. ’ 

Mr. WoLOSOFF. I am advised I left out the interevst and carrying 
charges. 

Mr. Simon. So the $2,458,000 is the cost ? 

Mr. WoLosoFF. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The total mortgage proceeds exceeded the total costs 
then by $643,780, is tliat right f 

Mr. WoLOsoiT. Yes, sir. That is including the mortgage premium. 

Mr. Simon. And including all the interest and carrying charges? 

Mr. WoLOSOFF. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Is the land included in the mortgage ? 

Mr. WoLOsOFF. No, sir. The land is owned by Mr. Minkin and 
myself. 

Mr. Simon. The project is built on a 99-year leasehold ? 

Mr. WoLOsoFF. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you and Mr. Minkin buy this land in 1943 for 
$117,712? 

. Mr. WoLOSOFF. Yes, sir. We bought it at an auction sale in 1943 
for that amount of money. 

Mr. Simon. Did FHA value the land at $560,000? 

Mr. WoLOSOFF. That was the redemption price they put on. 

Mr. Simon. The rental is based on that price ? 

Mr. WoLOsoFF. The i-ental is based upon 4 percent of that price. 

Mr. Simon. Which is $22,400 a year? 

Mr. WoLOSOFF. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You get $22,400 a year for 99 years? Is that right? 

Mr. WoLosoFF. Tes, sir; for our ownership of the land. 

Mr. Simon. Is there a mortgage on the land ? 

Mr. WoLOsoFF. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Now, the third project you built was Campus Hall. 

Mr. WoLosoFF. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do you ha\e the figures on that? 

Mr. WoLosoFF. No, sir. I didn't bring those figures. I wasn’t asked 
to bring them. As a matter of fact, in the session with Mr. Hogue we 
talked about those figures, and it appeared that we couldn’t get them 
on time. Mr. Hogue said that we may as well forget about them. 

Mr. Simon. Weren’t the costs there less than the mortgage ? 

Mr. WoLOsoFF. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know hoW much less ? 

- Mr. WoLosoFF. I would say about 10 percent. 

Mr. Simon. Ten percent of what? 

Mr. WoLOsOFF. Ten percent less than the mortgage. 

Mr. Simon. What was the mortgage? 

Mr. WoLOsoFF. The mortgage to my best recollection was in the 
vicinity of $8 million. 

Mr. Simon. So that the mortgage proceeds exceeded the costs by 
somewhere 

Mr. WoLosoPF. About $750,000 to $800,000. I would say somewhere 
in that vicinity. 

Mr. Simon. Is that including the mortgage premium or not? 
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Mr WoLOSOFF. To my best recollection, that is so. At that time 
premiums were very, very low. That wouldn t make much diner- 


Simon. Where is the Campus Hall located? 

Mr! WoLOSOFP. In the vicinity of Jewel Hill, 150th Street, Kew 

Gardens Hills. • x- 

Mr. Simon. How big a project is it? 

Mr. WoLOSOFF. It has 950 apartments. 

Mr! Simon. It was budt in 1951 ? 

Mr. WoLOSOFF. Yes. sir. 

Mr. Simon. To the best of your recollection, the mortgage proceeds 
exceeded the costs by $750,000 to $800,000? 

Mr. WoLOsoFF. Yes, sir. 

Senator Payne. I am curious, Mr. Wolosoff, going back to the fact 
that you said that the inspectors from the FHA had more or less 
encouraged the getting into this section 608 program. 

In filing the applications for these section 608 projects, did you 
make out the applications yourself? 

Mr. Wolosoff. We had brokers make them out. 

Senator Payne. Did you check the application form after the 
brokers made them out ? 

Mr. Wolosoff. I looked at them. 

Senator Payne. Do you recall how much architect’s fees were estab- 


lished at? 

Mr. Wolosoff. Yes, sir; they were established at 5 percent, and 
builder’s fees at 5 percent. 

Senator Payne. Do you loiow whether or not the FHA employees 
perhaps may have indicated — did they indicate to you or do you know 
whether or not they indicated to your brokers that 5 percent was 
the figure to put in there? 

Mr. Wolosoff. It wtis my impression that that was the allow- 
ance that was made for those two items. 

Senator Payne. What were the architect’s fees normally on projects 
of this size? 

Mr. Wolosoff. The architect’s fees for the part of the job that they 
did ran about 1 percent. May I call your attention to the fact that 
we as builders were doing a considerable amount of the work which 
normally would have been done by architects. I would not have built 
that project for 5 percent as a builder’s fee, but I think that it was 
fair to have a 10 percent for builder’s and architect’s fee, considering 
tliat the builder was doing a considerable amount of work that was 
normally done by architects, such as supervision, procurement of 
materials, helping and letting out of contract, and so forth. These 
were undertakings that were performed by our company, and we had 
to pay money for them, not to the architect but to those who performed 
diese duties. 

Senator Payne. That did build up the total projected cost of tlie 
project, didn’t it? 

Mr. Wolosoff. Yes, sir. 

Senator Payne. When, in effect, the Government was insuring the 
project on the 90-percent basis, presumably. 

Mr. Wolosoff. Yes, sir. 

Senator Payne. That is right, isn’t it ? 

Mr. Wolosoff. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Payne. So there was an inflated figure that was put in 1 
there? . . 

Mr. WoLOSOFF. I don’t understand yoii altogether; I am sorry. 

Senator Payne. The mortgage was supposed to be negotiated on 90 
percent. The Government participation was a 90-percent insurance 
upon the projected cost. That is right, is it not? 

Mr. WoLOSOFF. On the estimated cost of the Commissioner. Not on 
our estimated cost, but on the Commissioner’s estimated cost. 

Senator Payne. Understand me, I am not being critical of you at 
all. What I am trying to get at is who were the persons — this fits 
in a pattern that seemed to be pretty prevalent over the country, as a 
matter of fact, on putting these architect’s fees at a figure that at 
least someone knew the architect’s fee was not going to be. 

Mr. WoLOsoFF. I think that became FHA policy, if you should ask 
me. I can’t pinpoint the man. 

Senator Payne. That is what I am trying to get at, whether or not 
you know of your own knowledge that FHA people definitely said 
put in percent of this. 

Mr. WoLosOFF. No, sir. I don’t know any one man who said that 
was the pattern, but I knew that was the pattern that had developed 
after a while. 

Senator Payne. That did build up the total which then would make 
it possible perhaps so that your actual costs might come very close to, 
or be less than the amount of the mortgage, which is supposed to te 
90 percent? 

Mr. WoLOsoFF. Yes, sir. 

Senator Payne. Thank you. 

Senator Beall. No questions. 

Mr. Simon. I have one more question. 

Mr. Wolosoff, you said you wouldn’t have built this building for a 
5-percent profit. Did you build the building to make a profit out of 
the mortgage or did you build the building to have a rental income 
property out of which you could make a profit out of owning? 

Mr. Wolosoff. I think my testimony on that was given on Friday. 

Mr. Simon. I wasn’t there. Could you tell us today ? 

Mr. Wolosoff. Let me have your question again. 

Mr. Simon. My question is whether you built this building to make 
a profit out of the mortgage money, or whether you built the building 
to own an income-bearing property and make your money out of the 
income from the property ? 

Mr. Wolosoff. Mr. Simon, at the time that we went into these 
projects, we had no way of knowing whether there would be an excess 
of mortgage money or shortage of mortgage money. 

Mr. Simon. All I want to &ow is whether you went into this proj- 
ect — 

Mr. Wolosoff. I didn’t go in for any one reason. I went in for a 
number of reasons, all of which added up to the likelihood that it 
would be favorable. It was a risky situation. 

Mr. Simon. Is what you are saying you wanted both to make a 
profit out of the mortgage money’and also own the property and make 
a profit out of the operation ? 

Mr. Wolosoff. I was not sure I could make a profit. I was not 
sure whether there would be a shortage of mortgage money. I did 
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u T could build it for less than the mortgage. I also knew 

I would wind up owning the buildings. At that time, the own- 
ersliip of the buildings was a questionable asset; if you want to know 

would like to hear a little bit about that. 

Mr WoLOSorp. In those days we had to compete with the projects 
wWcli were under rent control and we were building in locations that 
weren’t at all comparable with the locations where the old rent-control 
buildings existed, nor did we have the size rooms that they had, nor did 
we offer rents as low as those rents, and it was a question at that time 

whether our buildings would rent. ^ 

Mr. Simon. So that as a rental project this wasn’t a very good finan- 
cial risk, other than the fact that you could make some money out of 
the mortgage proceeds, is that right? 

Mr. IVOLOSOFF. I was not sure I would make money out of the mort- 
gage proceeds and I was not sure as a rental project it would not be 
good. These were gamble elements in the proposiiton. We were not 
sure we would wind uo with a profit. We were not sure we would 
wind up without a profit. 

Mr. Simon. Nothing is certain in life, but I gather from what you 
say that when you started, and whether you used the words “your 
hope” or “your intention” I gather it was either hope or intention or 
both, to make a profit out of the mortgage money and also own the 
properties and make a profit out of their operation ? 

Mr. WoLOsoFF. I would say it was my hope. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Now, who got the figures that went into the application ? 
Wlio generated those figures ? 

Mr. WoLOsoFF. I suppose I had something to do with them. I don’t 
recall exactly, but I believe I had something to do with them. 

Mr. Simon. Did the figures in the application represent your honest 
estimate of what this building was going to cost ? Because you under- 
stand while the Commissioner makes the final estimate, you make the 
first estimate. Did the estimate in your application represent your own 
honest judgment of what the buildings would cost, or was it merely 
computed by taking the number of units and multiplying them by the 
statutory ceiling of $8,100 ? 

WoLOsoFF. To the best of my knowledge and ability, I was using 
a figure which I thought was somewhere near a fair estimate, consid- 
ering that we had very little to go by. 

Mr. Simon. Is it just coincidence that the mortgage turns out to be 
the statutory ceiling of $8,100 a unit? 

Mr. WoLosoFF. I can’t tell you that. I believe my cost was in excess 
of that. 

Mr. Simon. You mean your estimate? 

Mr. W OLOsOFF. My estimated costs. 

Mr. Simon. Your costs were $643,000 less than that ? 

Mr.WoLosoFF. No. My estimated costs were in excess. 

^ Mr. Simon. Your estimated costs were even in excess of the statutory 

Mr. WoLOsoFF. Might have been in excess. I don’t remember how 
that worked out at that time. 

. Mr. Simon. Your actual costs were 20 percent below the mortffa<^e 
right? e. to 5 
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Mr. WoLOsoFF. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And ;j;our estimated costs were more than 10 percent 
above the mortgage, is that right? 

Mr. WoLOsOFF. If you want 

Mr. Simon. Is that ri^ht ? 

Mr. WoLosoFF. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. So that your actual costs were more than 30 percent ot 
from your estimates? 

Mr. WoLOSOFF. Yes, sir. I will tell you what makes that possible, 
We did not have very much to go by when we estimated the cost of 
these projects. There was just a sketch plan to go by, and we had to 
estimate the cost of these projects well in advance of the time that 
we were to build the project. It so happens at this time the construc- 
tion market softened up very noticeably. We never anticipated that 
there would be that great a differential. However, because of the 
great softening of the construction market, the costs were lower by 
far than we anticipated. 

Mr. Simon. You built — the first of these projects you built m 
Alley Pond? 

Mr. WoLOSOFF. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And you had a half million dollar excess there. The 
second one was this one, which you had a $643,000 excess, and the 
third one, in 1951, was Campus Hall, where you had an $800,000 
excess. So that 

Mr. WoLOSOFP. I think all of that bears out the thing that I said. 

Mr. Simon. Have we had falling building prices from 1949 through 
1951? 

Mr. WoLosoFF. No. They have stiffened up a little on Alley Pond, 
if I recall. 

Mr. Simon. What about in 1951 when you built Campus Hall and 
ended u,p with $800,000 in excess ? 

Mr. WoLOSOFF. Yes. That was only 10 percent. 

Mr. Simon. That is 20 percent actually, because your costs were 
supposed to be 10 percent over the mortgage, and it turned out to be 
10 percent under the mortgage. 

Mr. WoLosoFF. The original was different. It was less than in the 
Lakeview case. 

Mr. Simon. Instead of being 30 percent off in the Lakeview case, 
you were only 20 percent off in the Campus Hall case? 

Mr. WoLOSOFF. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. But still an awfully large percentage? 

Mr. WoLosoFF. I repeat, Mr. Simon, it was most difficult to anticipate 
2 years in advance what would happen, and we had to use a safety 
margin. 

Senator Bush. I am going to ask you a couple of general questions 
that have no particular bearing on this, or only a general bearing, Mr. 
Wolosoff. 

Mr. Wolosoff. Yes, sir. 

Senator Bush. You, of course, did a lot of conventional building 
before the 1946 period. Is that true? 

Mr. Wolosoff. Yes, sir. 

Senator Bush. How long have you been in the building business! 

Mr. Wolosoff. For something over 30 years. 
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Senator Bush. Have you built rental projects, apartment houses, 
for rental projects in the conventional manner, so to speak ? 

Mr. WoLOSOFF. No, sir. 

Senator Bush. You never did that? 

Mr. Wolosoff. No, sir. I did mostly single- family houses. I did 
shopping centers, garages, things of that kind. 

Senator Bush. Did you. build houses and continue to own them for 
investment ? 

Ml*. Wolosoff. Only business buildings did I continue to own for 
investment. I didn’t build any residential apartment houses. 

Senator Bush. Residential houses didn’t appeal to you as a satis- 
factory investment at that time? 

Mr. OLOSOFF. I don’t remember what my mind was at the time, but 
I was satisfied with the thing that I was doing. I was building one- 
family houses. I enjoyed building one-family houses and was satisfied 
with the houses I built. 

Senator Bush. Let’s put the FHA business aside. Today, what 
is your opinion of the market in your area for conventional building 
of r^idential property, either single-family or apartment-house 
building? Are you intrigued with it? 

Mr. Wolosoff. At the present time I am interested in an apartment 
j project in Manhattan. 

Senator Bush. On conventional? 

Mr. AVolosoff. On a conventional basis. 

Senator Bush. As an investment for yourself ? 

Mr. Wolosoff. Yes, sir. 

Senator Bush. Is it the kind of investment you think is a ffood 
investment to hold on to after it is a finished, going concern? 

Mr. Wolosoff. I think it is good from several points of view. I 
think h IS a good think to hold onto and I think that if I don’t want 
to hold onto It, I can sell my interest in this project, and do at least 
as well as I did under FHA projects. 

Senator Bush. So that you feel from your own observation that the 
iiousmg— the residential-housing business — could proceed pretty well 
on Its own feet, so to speak? • ^ t' j 

Mr. AVolosoff, I do; that is my honest opinion, 
mif conventional way of doing business would per- 

whih and real-estate people, going ahead and doing a job 

requirements of the public, so to speak ? 

1 . ^ OLOSOFF. I think that is possible at the present time, 
oenator Bush. Thank you very much. 

WniTfff'i I to make one observation. I think Mr 

iS hn w-® cooperative on this. With his long experience 

^ *’”® question ; Isn’t it true 

viniLfr of time, on these projects that we were pre- 

estima^ps construction and you &ed 

estimates on them, that there were certain material sliortages and 

1 to definitely plan too much in fdvance 

Mr. Wolosoff. Very definitely; yes. 
senator Payne. Thank you. 

Senator Bush. The committee is grateful to you, sir. 



3064 


PHA INVESTiaATION 


, Mr. Hyman H. Zarett. Mr. Zarett, will you f)lease raise your riglii 
hand ? Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you will ^ve 
before this committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and notEL 
but the truth, so help you God ? ^ 

TESTIMONY OF HYMAN H. ZARETT, BAYSHORE GARDENS, 

BROOKLYN, N. Y. 

Mr. Zarett. I do. 

Senator Bush. Please give your name to the clerk. 

Mr. Zarett. Hyman H. Zarett, 616 Canton Avenue, Brooklyn. 

Senator Bush. Mr. Simon. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Zarett, are you one of the builders of Bayshors 
Gardens ? 

Mr. Zarett. I am, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Where is Bayshore Gardens located ? 

Mr. Zarett. In Brooklyn, bounded by Brighton 11th, Brighton 
12th Street, and Cass Place. 

Mr. Simon. Is Bayshore Gardens, Inc., the company that built the 
building ? 

Mr. Zarett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the capital stock of Bayshore Gardens, Inc,1 

Mr. Zarett. $10,500. 

Mr. Simon. Was that paid for in cash? 

Mr. Zarett. That is right, slir. 

Mr. Simon. And you bought 50 percent of it? 

Mr. Zarett. Well, no sir. I finally wound up with one-third of it 

Mr. Simon. I am talking about initially. 

Mr. Zarett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You put up $5,000 for 50 percent of it? 

Mr. Zarett. No, sir. It worked a little differently. I originallT 
bought this parcel with a previous associate of mine, and I don’t 
know what me figures were when the corporation — I think it was 
$3,500 ; is that right ? 

Mr. Simon. When the corporation was organized, what was the 
capital stock ? 

Mr. Zarett. I am not sure of that figure. I know when the build- 
ing was started, there were new people came in with me. 

Mr. Simon. When it started you and Sylvia Lane were the two 
stockholders? 

Mr. Zarett. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Each of you <^wned 50 shares ? 

Mr. Zarett. Yes; that is right. ' 

Mr. Simon. There were a total of 100 shares? 

Mr. Zarett. Yes, 

Mr. Simon. How much did you and Sylvia Lane pay for your 
shares ? Did you put in money for the stock or did you put up land 
for it? 

Mr. Zarett. Yes. Now you- refresh me. We put up land for it. 
The cost of the land was 

Mr. Simon. $31,479? 

Mr. Zarett. That is quite right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you put any cash up for the stock ? 

Mr. Zarett. No ; I didn’t. 
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Mr. Simon. You just put up the land? 

Mr Zarett. That is right. , , n x i* i 

Mr! Simon. You got reimbursed for the land out of the proceeds 
of the mortgage ; is that right ? 

Mr. Zarett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Now the mortgage was $1,335,600 ? 

Mr! Zarett. That is right, sir. . 

Mr. Simon. And the cost of construction was how much ? 

Mr! Zarett. Thecostof construction was $1,154, 107.77. 

Mr Simon. That figure includes the cost of the land and it a,lso 
includes the interim financing such as interest, taxes, and carrying 

charges? • -ux • 

Mr. Zarett. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Who built the building? 

Mr. Zarett. Bay shore Gardens, Inc. 

Mr. Simon. The sponsor was its own general contractor ? 

Mr. Zarett. That is right. ^ • 

Mr. Simon. There was a premium on the mortgage oi $34,407 ; is 

that right? 

Mr. Zarett. That is quite right. 

Mr. Simon. So that the proceeds of the mortgage exceeded total 
costs of land, buildings, carrying charges, and everything else by 


$224,899? 

Mr. Zarett. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon, And this excess cost over — excess mortgage proceeds 
over cost is after reimbursing you for the cost of the land? 

Mr. Zarett. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And the land was the only thing that was turned in 
for the stock ? 

Mr. Zarett. No, sir. We had a capitalization. There was addi* 
tional capitalization that I was trying to tell you. The cash capital- 
ization was $10,500 in addition to the land. 

Mr. Simon. Who put that in? 

Mr. Zarett. Myself and my associates. I had $3,500 originally, my 
accountant informs me from the books, and Mr. Speigel and Mr, 
Lehrer pulwn $7,500 in addition. 

Mr. Simon. You testified previously that Sylvia Lane didn’t want 
to go ahead with this project. 

Mr. Zarett. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Why didir t she want to go ahead with it ? 

Mr. Zarett. Mr. Lane, her husband, who was the real party in 
interest had suffered a heart attack just about the time the commit- 
ment came out. 

Mr. Simon. You also testified that Speigel and Lehrer, that is Jack 
Speigel, and Isadore Lehrer, bought her out; is that right? 

Mr. Zarett. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You said they wanted a two-third interest and so you 
gave them one-sixth in order that they might have two-thirds and you 
one-third ; is that right ? 

Mr. Zarett. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Why woiud you give them a sixth of something that 
was as good as this ? 
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Mr. Zarett. It ^ as very apparent, I didn’t know how good 
at that time and I didn’t want to build it for investment. They iai 
the money and they made the terms. 

Mr. Simon. Y ou didn’t want to build it for investment ? 

Mr. Zarett. I did want to build this property for investment. Since 
they had the money they drove the bargain and those terms ^eie 
decided on. 

Mr. Simon. In spite of the fact you were building it for an invest 
ment costs were 18 percent less than the mortgage, and the original 
estimate would have to have the costs at at least 10 percent aboie 
the mortgage? i 

Mr. Zarett. That is right. I 

Mr. Simon. So your costs were 28 percent off from your estimate 
and the FHA Commissioner’s estimate? 

Mr. Zarett. It appears that. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. When did you build this building ? 

Mr. Zarett. We started it in 1949 and we finished in 1950. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Bush. Any questions? 

Senator Beall. No questions. 

Senator Payne. No. 

Senator Bush. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Kalman Klein. Will you please raise your right hand, Mr, 
Klein? 

Do you solmenly swear the testimony you give before this com- 
mittee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, 
so help you God? 

Mr. !I&ein. Yes, sir. 

TESTIMONY OF KALMAN KLEIN, LANGDALE, BELLKOSE, LONQ 

ISLAND, N. Y. 

Senator Bush. Will you give your name to the clerk, please, and 
your correct address? 

Mr. Klein. Kalman Klein, address is 2050 Lakeville Road, New 
Hyde Park, Long Island. 

Senator Bush. Mr. Simon. 

Mr. Simon. Did you build the Langdale project? 

Mr. Klein. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Where is that? 

Mr. Klein. Bellrose, Queens. 

Mr. Simon. Can you give us the streets? 

Mr. Klein. Well, Langdale Street and 269th Street, 268th. 

Mr. Simon. There are two corporations, are there, Langdale Corp. 
No. 1 and Langdale No. 2? 

Mr. Klein. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the amount of the mortgage there? 

Mr. Klein. The total or the. 1 and 2 separate ? 

Mr. Simon. Total if you liave them. 

Mr. Klein. Total of the 2, $3,014,400. 

Mr. Simon. Who built the building? 

Mr. Klein. Langdale 1 and Langdale 2. 

Mr. Simon. That is, the sponsor was its own contractor? 

Mr. Klein. Yes. 
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Ml*. Simon. What was the premium on the mortgage? 

Mr! Klein. The total mortgage, $105,433.81. 

Mr. Simon. What was the actual cost of construction? 

Mr. Klein. Actual cost was $244,220 

Mr. Simon. You mean $2 million, don’t you? 

Mr. Klein. $2,442,201.98. 

Mr. Simon. Doesn’t that include $40,000 of salaries you paid your- 
selves? 

Mr. Klein. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. So it would be $2,402,000, excluding the salaries you 
paid youiselves? 

Mr. Klein. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And the proceeds of the mortgage were $3,119,000? 
Mr. Klein. The proceeds of the mortgage were $3,014,400. 

Mr. Simon. $3,014,000, and the premium was 105 ? 

Mr. Klein. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. When you sold the mortgage you got a total of 
! $3,119,000? 

Mr. Klein. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. The difference is $717,000; is that right? 

Mr. Klein. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Which is about 23 percent, isn’t it? Or is it 24 per- 
cent? 

Mr. Klein. I haven’t figured the percentage. 

Mr. Simon. And that is 23 or 24 percent under the mortgage. In- 
stead of being 10 percent over the mortgage, or a total difference 

Mr. Klein. That is including the mortgage premium, of course. 
Mr. Simon. Yes, but the difference between the commissioner’s 
estimate of cost, which is to be 10 percent above the mortgage, and 
your actual costs, is about 33 or 34 percent, isn’t it? 

Mr. Klein. If that is the arithmetic, that is correct. 

Mr. Simon. You also built Austin Gardens? 

Mr. Klein. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Where is that located? 

Mr. Klein. That is located in Forest Hills on Austin Street. 

Mr. Simon. 75-02 Austin Street? 

Mr. Klein. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What was the amount of the mortgage there ? 

Mr. Klein. $1,249,200. 

Mr. Simon. And the premium? 

Mr. Klein. The premium was $44,763. 

Mr. Simon. Who built the building? 

Mr. Klein. The Austin Street Realty Corp. built it. 

Mr. Simon. What was its cost? 

Mr. Klein. The cost was $1,217,548.78. 

Mr. Simon. Does that include all of its costs? 

Mr. Klein. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. I understand in that case there is no salary either « 

Mr. Klein. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. So the difference there was 

Mr. Klein. $31,621.42. 

the $44,000 premium, or $75,700 for the 2 of 

them? 

Mr. Klein. That is right. 
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Mr. Simon* Thank you, sir. 

Senator Payne. Did anybody encourage you to get into tliis? 

Mr. Klein. No, sir. It was an inspiration. 

Senator Payne. Are you happy with it? 

Mr. Klein. I am sad. 

Senator Bush. Thank you very much. 

Mr. David Minkin. Mr. Minkin, will you raise your right hand 
please? ’ 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you will give before this 
committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so lield you God ? 

Mr. Minkin. I do. 

TESTIMONY OF DAVID MINKIN, FRANKLIN GARDENS, BROOKLTSI, 

N. Y., ETC., ACCOMPANIED BY ROBERT H. WINN, COUNSEL 

•> Senator Bush. Will you give your correct name and address to the 
clerk? 

Mr. Minkin. David Minkin, 186 J oralemon Street, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Minkin, you were in the room a few minutes ago, 
were you, when Mr. Alvin Wolosoff testified ? 

Mr. Minkin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And he testified about the Lakeview project in which 
the mortgage proceeds exceeded the cost by roughly $650,000, and said 
he owned 60 percent of the stock in that company, and David Minkin 
owned the other 50 percent. 

Are you that David Minkin ? 

Mr. Minkin. I am, sir. 

Mr. Simon. In addition to being a partner in that one, did you build 
the Franklin Gardens project in Brooklyn? 

Mr. Minkin. I did, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Where is that project located? 

Mr. MEinkin. That is on Ash Avenue between Pasena Boulevard 
and Bound Street, Flushing, Long Island. 

Mr. Simon. How large a project is it ? 

Mr. Minkin. It consisted of three 6-story elevator buildings, total- 
ing 126 apartments, and I believe 54 garages. 

Mr. Simon. Is the building corporation the owner of the land or is 
it built on a leasehold ? 

Mr. Minkin. It is built on a leasehold. 

Mr. Simon. Who owns the land? 

Mr. Minkin. I and my associates. 

Mr. Simon. The same people own the land who own the stock in 
the building company ? \ ,, 

Mr. Minkin. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And did you pay $40,700 for the land? 

Mr. Minkin. That is rignt. 

Mr. Simon. And FHA valued it at $70,000? 

Mr. Minkin. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And you get $2,800 a year ground rent for 99 years? 

Mr. Minkin. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Is there a mortgage on the land ? 

Mr. Minkin. Ko, sir. 
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Mic.; Simon. Tbete isn’t. The morl^ag^^ on the building was 
That is right. 

, Mr! Simon. Was there a premium? 

Mr. Minkin. There was. 

Mr! Simon. What was the amount of the premium? 

Mr. Minkin. $13,587.50. 

Mr. Simon. Or $1,100,000 for the amount of money you got for 

seUing the mortgage?^ ^ 

Mr. Minkin. That is right. 

Mr! Simon. Who built the building? 

Mr! Minkin. Ashbone Construction Corp. 

Mr! Simon. Who were the stockholders of that company ? 

Mr. Minkin. The same stockholders as the sponsor. 

Mr. Simon. What were the actual costs of construction ? 

Mr. Minkin. The total costs 

Mr. Simon. Actual costs, the amount of money you actually paid 
to anybody for everything connected with this. 

Mr. Minkin. $881,364.74. 

Mr. Simon. Does that include the interest and carrying charges and 
taxes during construction? 

Mr. Minkin. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Simon. That includes everything? 

Mr. Minkin. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Therefore, the difference between the mortgage pro- 
ceeds and the total costs were $219,000, is that right? 

Mr. Minkin. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And that is roughly 20 percent below — ^the actual costs 
are roughly 20 percent below tne mortgage ? 

Mr. Minkin. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. The mortgage was supposed to be 10 percent below 
the estimate of cost by the FHA Commissioner? 

Mr. Minkin. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. So the total costs turned out to be 30 percent lower 
than the Commissioner’s estimate of costs? 

Mr. Minkin. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. When was the project built? 

Mr. Minkin. In 1949, and completed in 1950. 

Mr. Simon. As I understand it, you had three other projects which 
you built under section 608 ? 

Mr. Minkin. I did, sir ; two others. 

Mr. Simon. And what were they ? 

Mr. Minkin. One is the Riverview Terrace Corp. 

Mr. Simon. Where is that located ? 

Mr. Minkin. On 21st Avenue and 19th Street in Shore Boulevard, 
Astoria, Long Island. 

Mr. Simon. How big a project is that? 

Mr. Minkin. That was about 168 units and I believe approximately 
70 garages. 

Mr. Simon. What was the third one ? 

Mr. Minkin. Pomonok Crest Apartments. 

Mr. Simon. Where is that located ? 

Mr. Minkin. That is over at 71st Avenue and Parsons Boulevard, 
Flushing. . ’ 
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Mr. Simon. Did the mortgage proceeds exceed the costs in 
two? 

Mr. Minkin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. In Kiverview Terrace, what was the amount of 
mortgage? 

Mr. Minkin. Approximately $1,400,000. 

Mr. Simon. Was tliat built on a leasehold? 

’ Mr. Minkin. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. W as it built on land that the corporation owns ? 

Mr. Minkin. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost of the land ? 

Mr. Minkin. I can’t say exactly, but somewhere near $45,000. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost of constructing the building ? 

Mr. Minkin. I don’t have those figures with me, sir, but I would 
say that, about 10 percent less than the total amount of the mortgage. 

. Mr. Simon. You are saying the total costs, land, building, and fi- 
nancing charges were about $140,000 less than the mortgage? 

Mr. Minkin. Approximately. About that figure. 

. Mr. Simon. And what about Pomonok Apartments? What was 
the amount of the mortgages there ? 

Mr. Minkin. $1,525,000. 

Mr. Simon. Does the building corporation own the land ? 

Mr. Minkin. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. That is built on leased land? 

‘ Mr. Minkin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Who owns that land? 

Mr. Minkin. The same officers. 

Mr. Simon. Same parties? 

Mr. Minkin. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost of constructing the building ? 

Mr. Winn. He is testifying from memory here. It is hard enough 
for him to remember without the flash bulbs. 

Mr. Simon. Weren’t you asked about a week or so ago, Mr. Minkin, 
these same questions ? 

Mr. Minkin. No, sir. 

Mr. Winn. Mr. Simon, may I say something in that connection ? 

Senator Bush. What is the question ? 

Mr. Simon. What the cost is. ^ 

Mr. Winn. Mr. Greenberg, who is Mr. Minkin’s accountant and 
also Mr. Wolosoff’s accountant, was present at the executive session. 
Ho has been doing some special work for the committee and it was 
impossible for Mr. Greenberg to get the information which was men- 
tioned by Mr. Hogue in connection yith these other projects, and Mr. 
Greenberg advised Mr. Hogue that that information could not be ob- 
tained within less than a week, and at that time I think it was de- 
cided that that would be too late. Mr. Hogue, am I correct in 
that? 

Mr. Hogue. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. When you say the accountants were doing some work 
for the committee, I take what you mean, Mr. Winn, is they were 
doing some work for other witnesses who wero to appear before the 
committee. 

Mr. Winn. All I know is the accountant said, “I am doing some 
special work for the committee.” I didn’t inquire into what it was. 
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Mr Simon. Let me assure you the committee hasn’t retained any 

‘^vvrwasTou'r best recollection, Mr. Minkin, as to the amounts 
bT which the costs were less than the mortgage in Pomonok? 

^Mr. Minkin. I would say about 10 percent. 

Mr. Simon. About $150,000? 

Mr. Minkin. Somewheres about that. 

Mr! Simon. So that on the 3 projects, about $5,000 of mortgage pro- 

-ceeds' in excess of costs ? 

Mr. Minkin. Approximately. 

Mr. Simon. ThanJi you. 

Senator Bush. Any questions? 

Senator Payne, No questions. 

Senator Beall. No questions. 

Senator Bush. Wliat is your regular business, Mr. Minkin? 

Mr. Minkin. I have been a builder all my life, for over 30 years. 
Senator Bush, What is your impression of the market in your area 
now for rental projects that would interest you? Is it pretty good 


or not? 

Mr. Minkin. I would say very good. 

Senator Bush. There is still a real need for the development of 
rental projects', rental homes? 

Mr. Minkin, Yes, sir. 

Senator Busii, Both individual and apartment house type ? 

Mr. Minkin. That is right. 

Senator Busi-i, Are you interested now in going ahead with proj- 
ects on a conventional basis without FHA insurance? 

• Mr. Minkin. I am not in any project whatsoever at the moment. 

Senator Bush. My question is more or less directed to this point: 
Is the market such as to interest you, if you weren’t otherwise occu- 
pied, in going ahead with rental housing projects, on a conventional 
basis? 

Mr. Minkin. Yes, sir ; I would. 

Senator Bush. The market is good enough for tliat? 

Mr. jMinkin. Very good. 

Senator Bush. Without any FHA insurance? 

Mr. Minkin. Very good market. 

Senator Bush. And do you think that the conditions of the con- 
ventional market, so to speak, are such as to attract the interest of 
builders and attract capital into that type of venture today ? 

Mr. Minkin. I believe so. 

Sentor Bush. Do you know many people that are going ahead on a 
conventional basis and building rental homes, and both apartment 
houses and individual types? 

Mr. Minkin. There are quite a number of them at present. 

Senator Bush. Quite a lot of them going ahead on a conventional 
basis? 

Mr. Minkin. That is right. 

Seiuitor Bush. Any other questions? 

Mr. Simon. You mentioned some accountants a moment ago, Mr. 
Winn. Do you know whether they are here today ? 

Mr. Winn. No, sir; I don’t. I had hoped they would be here. 
Mr. Bard said he hoped to see them. 

Mr. Simon. We hoped to, too. You don’t know where they are? 
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Mr. Winn. No. -r 

Mr. Simon. Will you try to reach — do you know where they arn 
today? ^ ^ 

Mr. Winn. No ; I don’t. I would be glad to try to get them for you. 

Senator Bush. If there are no further questions, thank you very 
much, Mr. Minkin. ^ 

We have one other witness this morning, Mr. Kessler. We under- 
stand Mr. Kessler has to proceed to the world series so we will hear 
him now. The question has been raised whether the gentleman has 
any extra seats. 

Mr. Kessler, will you please raise your right hand ? Do you solenmly 
swear that the testimony you will give before this committee will be 
the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 


TESTIMONY OF ALEX KESSLER, BRADDOCK GARDENS, 

QUEENS, N. Y. 

Mr. KessIiEr. I do. 

Senator Bush. Will you give your correct name and address to the 
reporter, please? 

Mr. Kessler. Alex Kessler, 163-18 J amaica Avenue, J amaica, Long 
Island. 

Senator Bush. Mr. Simon. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Kessler, you are connected with the Braddock Gar- 
dens Apartments ? 

- Mr. Kessler. I was connected, sir. We have sold it. 

Mr. Simon. You and your wife and a man named Rosen 

Mr. Kessler. And Perosi. 

Mr. Simon. Built the building? 

Mr. KIessler. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What was the name of the company that built it; Brad- 
dock Gardens Amrtments? 

Mr. Kessler. Braddock Gardens Apartments, Inc. 

Mr. Simon. Was the stock of that company $2,500 ? 

Mr. Kessler. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the stock? 

Mr. Kessler. $750^ — $260 equally divided among 3 sponsors. 

Mr. Simon. The total stock was $760? 

Mr. Kessler. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the amount of the mortgage? 

Mr. Kessler. $1,310,000. 

Mr. Simon. Where was th^ property located ? 

Mr. Kessler. On Braddock and'* Winchester Boulevard, in the 
county of Queens. 

Mr. Simon. That is in New York? 

Mr. Kessler. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The mortgage was $1,310,000, and the premium was 
how much ? 

Mr. Kessler. I will have to refer for that. 

Mr. Simon. Was it $41,420 ? 

Mr. Kessler. I think it was $49,000. 

Mr. Winn. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. $49,000? 

. Mr, Winn. $125. 

t 
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Simon. $49,125. The cost of the land was how much ? 

Mr! Kfissii®. $81,^00, 1 believe. 

Mr! Simon. And what was the cost of constructing the bmlding, 
including the financing charges and interest during construction and 

tftzes ? 

Mr. Kessler. $958,500. 

Mr! Simon. The total costs, then, were $319,000 less than the pro- 
ceeds of the mortgage ; is that right i 

Mr. Kessler. Including the premium ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. That is, the amount of money you got for selling the 
mortgage was $319,000 less than the total cost of the project, including 
land, construction of the building, interest, taxes, and everything else s 

Mr. Kessler. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And that is about 24 percent of the amount of the 
mortgage ? 

Mr. Kessler. That would be right. 

Mr. Simon. And, of course, under the statute the mortgage was 
supposed to be 90 percent of the estimated cost, so that the estimated 
cost should be 10 percent above the mortgage ? 

Mr. Kessler. Either that or 90 percent of replacement. 

Mr. Simon. The minimum of the estimated replacement cost ? 

Mr. Kessler. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Wlien we have finished here, the actual cost was 34 per- 
cent less than the FHA Commissioner’s estimate of the replacement 
cost? 

Mr. Kessler. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Bush. There are no questions. Thank you very much. 
We appreciate your coming. 

The committee will now stand in recess until 2 o’clock this afternoon. 

(Wliereupon, at 12 noon, the committee recessed until 2 p. m., the 
same day.) 

afternoon session 

Senator Bush. The committee will please be in order. 

The first witness this afternoon is Martin Fisher. 

Mr. Fisher, will you please raise your right hand ? Do you solemnly 
swear that the testimony you will give before this committee will be 
I he truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

TESTIMONY OF MARTIN FISHER, WOODBRIAR MANOR, JACKSON 
HEIGHTS, LONG ISLAND, N. Y., ETC. 

Mr. Fisher. Ido. 

Senator Bush. Will you give your name and correct address to the 
clerk, please ? 

Mr. Fisher. Martin Fisher, 120-44 Queens Boulevard, Kew Gar- 
‘lens 15, New York City. 

Senator Bush. Mr. Simon. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Fisher, do you,* and is it your brothers, own this 
vvoodbriar Manor property? 

Mr. Fisher. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You and your two brothers? 

Mr. Fisher. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Simon. Where is Woodbriar Manor located ? 

Mr. Fisher. Elmhurst Avenue and Brighton Avenue, in Jackson 
Heights, Queens. 

Mi\ Simon. That is Long Island, N. Y. ? 

Mr. Fisher. Long Island, N. Y. 

Mr. Simon. 570 units? 

Mi\ Fisher. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Built under section 608 of the Housing Act ? 

Mr. Fisher. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What is the capital stock of Woodbriar Manor? 

Mr. Fisher. $1,000. 

Mr. Simon. Is the land owned by the building corporation or is it 
built on a leasehold ? 

Mr. Fisher. Built on a leasehold, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You bought the land, did you ? 

Mr. Fisher. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And are you the present owner of the land ? 

Mr. Fisher. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You have leased it for 99 years to the building corpora- 
tion that has the FHA-insured mortgage ? 

Mr. Fisher. That is true. 

Mr. Simon. What is the amount of the mortgage ? 

Mr. Winn. Do you mean on the fee ? 

Mr. Fisher. $4,867,300. 

Mr. Simon. Was there a premium on the sale of the mortgage? 

Mr. Fisher. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the premium ? 

Mr. Fisher. A premium of 4 percent, which amounted to about, 
approximately $195,000. 

Mr. Simon. Did you have to pay a part of that to somebody? 

Mr. Fisher. Yes, sir. I paid part of it to Halpem & Co., half a 
point. The net amount was $170,000, approximately. 

Mr. Simon. Total proceeds of the mortgage of $5,037,000 ? 

Mr. Fisher. That is about right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Who built the building? 

Mr. Fisher. The I. J. B. Realtv Corp. 

Mr. Simon. Who were the stoctholders of the I. J. B. Realty Corp.? 
Mr. Fisher. Same stockholders as are in the Woodbriar. 

Mr. Simon. And that was also a $1,000 capital stock corporation? 
Mr. Fisher. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the actual cost of construction? 

Mr. FisMer. $3,963,085. 39i ,, 

Mr. Simon. Does that include the interest during construction, taxes, 
and financing charges ? 

Mr. Fisher. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Are you sure of that ? 

Mr. Fisher. Yes, I am sure. 

Mr. Winn. It includes that*. . 

Mr. Fisher. No, it doesn’t. 

Mr. Simon. You are sure it does not include that? 

Mr. Fisher. It does not include it. 

Mr. Simon. What were the other charges ? 

Mr. Fisher. They amounted to about $100,000. 

Mr. Simon. $100,000? 
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Mr Fisher. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. The difference, then, between the mortgage proceeds 
and the total cost of construction is about $950,000 ? 

Mr. Fisher. That is about right; yes. 

Mr. Simon. And that was roughly 20 percent? 

Mr. Fisher. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. That is, the cost was 20 percent less than the mortgage 
proceeds ? 

Mr. Fisher. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And the mortgage was supposed to be 90 percent of 
the estimated cost so that the actual costs were 30 percent less than 

the estimated cost? 

Mr. Fisher. I would say so. 

Mr. Simon. You also built Bennett Arms, Inc., did you ? 

Mr. Fisher. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You and your two brothers are the owners of that 


property ? 

Mr. Fisher. No. My 2 brothers and I have 50 percent of that. 

Mr. Simon. And Jarco Bros, has the other 50 percent ? 

Mr. Fisher. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Who were Jarco Bros.? 

Mr. Fisher. They are in the plumbing business and had an interest 
in this one particular project. 

Mr. Simon. Where is Bennett Arms located ? 

Mr. Fisher. It is 184th Street and Bennett Avenue in Manhattan. 

Mr. Simon. On that one the mortgage was $535,000 ? 

Mr. Fisher. That is right, sir. 

' Mr. Simon. And on that project, the cost of the construction, in- 
cluding the financing charges and everything else, was about $35,000 
or $40,000 less than the mortgage proceeds, is that right ? 

Mr. Fisher. Just a moment, sir. 

Mr. Simon. About a thousand dollars without the premium and a 
$34,000 premium ? 

Mr. Fisher. No, sir. I think that the cost was very close to the 
mortgage. 

Mr. Simon. The cost without the premium was $1,000 below the 
mortgage ? 

Mr. Fisher. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. The premium was $34,000, so on that there was a 
$35,000 excess of cost over mortgage proceeds? 

Mr. Fisher. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. The next one was Lynn Terrace ? 

Mr. Fisher. Could I add one thing? The interim expenses were 
left out here so that actually adding the interim charges 

Mr. Simon. You about broke even? 

Mr. Fisher. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Lynn Terrace was built by a corporation in which you 
and your brothers owned all the stock ? 

Mr. Fisher. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What was the name of that corporation ? 

Mr. Fisher. Lynn Terrace Apartments No. 1, and Lynn Terrace 
Apartments No. 2, Inc. 

Mr. Simon. Incidentally, in Bennett Arms that was built on a 
leasehold also, wasn’t it? 
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Mr. Fisher. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And you and your other stockholders owned the landl 
Mr. Fisher. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Was Lynn Terrace built on a leasehold? 

Mr. Fisher. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. There the land was sold to the company ? 

Mr. Fisher. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. That built the building. 

Mr. Fisher. The company owns building and land. 

Mr. Simon. What is the capital stock of that one? 

Mr. Fisher. $1,000. 

Mr. Simon. The land was sold to the building company for $340,000, 
is that right? 

Mr. Fisher. That is both building companies. Not the building 
conmany, sir. To the owning compames. 

Mr. Simon. To the section 608 sponsor? 

Mr. Fisher. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. The section 608 sponsor paid $340,000 for the land, 
treating the two corporations as one project? 

Mr. Fisher. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. The land that cost you $130,000 in 1939 ? 

Mr. Fisher. The figure is right. I just want to see the time. I be- 
lieve it was 1940. 

Mr. Simon. At any rate, it cost you $130,000 ? 

. Mr. Fisher. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The mortgage was how much ? 

Mr. Fisher. The mortgage on the FHA mortgage, insured mort- 
gage? 

Mr. Simon. Eight. 

Mr. Fisher. $1,207,200, per corporation. 

Mr. Simon. $2,414,400 for the both of them ? 

Mr. Fisher. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Was there a premium? 

Mr. Fisher. There was a premium, 4 percent. 

Mr. Simon. How much did you actually get on the premium? 

Mr. Fisher. Three and a half percent of it, which would be $85,000 
net to us. 

Mr. Simon. About $85,000. So that the total proceeds of the mort- 
gage were $2,500,000 ? 

Mr. Fisher. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Who built the building? 

Mr. Fisher. The same corporation,, J. J. B. Kealty Corp. 

Mr. Simon. That is you and your brothers own the sto& in that? 
Mr. Fisher. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What was the actual cost of constructing the building? 
Mr. Fisher. $1,160,000 — ^per building this is — ^$1,160,657.53. 

Mr. Simon. Is that $2,320,000 for boSi of them ? 

Mr. Fisher. About that; $2,321,000. 

Mr. Simon. Does that include interest and carrying charges? 

Mr. Fisher. No, sir; it does not. 

Mr. Simon. What does that amount to ? 

Mr. Fisher. About $85,000 for both. 

Mr. Simon. For both? 

Mr. Fisher. That is right. 
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Mr. Simon. So the mortgage proceeds exceeded the total costs by 
approximately $95,000, excluding the $210,000 profit on the land? 

Ml*. Fisher. That is right. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. If you include the entire transaction there is a $305,000 
excess of total costs over total receipts ? 

Mr. Fisher. Well, yes ; that is right. 

Mr. Simon. Those are the only section 608’s as I understand that you 
have, is that right? 

- Mr. Fisher. That is right. 

Senator Bush. Are there any questions ? 

(No response.) 

Senator Bush. Thank you very much for your cooperation, 

Mr. Julius Guterman, will you raise your right hand please? 
Do yon solemnly swear that the testimony you will give before this 
cornmittee will be the truth, the whole tVuth, and notMng ^t t^^^^ 
truth, so help you God ? t* « 

TESTIMONY OF JULIUS GUTERMAN, GREAT NECK 0AE5, GREAT 

NECK, LONG ISLAND, N. Y. 

' Mr. Guterman. I do. 

thfclerk pkS correct name and address to 

Guterman, No. 2 East Mill Drive, Great 
Senator Bush. Mr. Simon. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Guterman, did you build Great Neck Oaks* 

Mr. Guterman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The^ are three corporations there, are there? 

Ml*. Guterman. Yes, sir. 

secKoTc''omSliVf™mT «»^P<»^'‘tion that received the 

OabNo.TSbISo"%n^"^^^^^ Neck 

Mr’ rw"’ •'ll® stockholders of each of tliose corporations ? 

Ma^bli Guterman, Samuel Guterman, and jZph 

Mr. Simon, Each of you owns a third of the stock ? 

Jar. (jtCTERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The stock in each company was $10,000? 

Mr. Guterman. That is right. -p , » » 

Mr. Simon. Where is the project located? 

Mr. Guterm^. It is located in Great Neck. 

Mr. Simon. What streets? 

Mr Mill Drive and Cutter Mill road. Great Neck. 

HT How large is the proiect in units? 

Mr. Guterman. 652 apartments. 

Mr What was the amount of the FHA mortgage? 

Mr. Guterman. Would you want me to give you, Mr Simon onrL 
wqioration, or under three as a whole? ’ ’ 

Mr. Simon. The three of them. 

Mr. Guterman. As one? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. Guterman. The 3 as 1 is $5,553,900. 
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Mr. Simon. Was there a premium on the mortgage? 

Mr. Goterman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the amount of the premium ? 

; Mr. Gdterman. We received net $65,539. 

Mr. Simon. Who built the building? 

Mr. Guterman. The Great Neck Oaks Corp. 

, Mr. Simon. Is that a separate corporation from these ? 

Mr. Guterman. No. That is the sponsor corporation, 

Mr. . Simon. Each of these three corporations was its own con- 
tractor ? 

Mr. Guterman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the actual cost of construction of the three 
buildings? 

Mr. Guterman. $4,620^512. 

Mr. Simon. Does that include interest and carrying charges? 

Mr. Guterman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. That includes all costs? 

Mr. Guterman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. This is built on a leasehold ? 

Mr. Guterman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. So the $4,620,000 is interest and every tiling you had to 
pay to get the building built ? 

Mi\ Guterman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And the total mortgage proceeds were $5,608,900? 

Mr. Guterman. No — with the premium, yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Including the premiums? 

Mr. Guterman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Koughly, $982,000 difference between the cost and th® 
mortgage proceeds, is that right? 

Mr. Guterman. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. $982,000. The cost of the property exceeded mortgage 
by $982,000? 

Mr. Guterman. Approximately that. 

Mr. Simon. That was 20 percent of the mortgage? 

, Mr. Guterman. I assume so, roughly. 

Mr. Simon. And, again, this is a case where the actual costs were 
30 percent less than the estimated costs? 

Mr. Guterman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Now, the land on which these three buildings are built 
is owned by whom ? 

Mr. Guterman. Julius Guterman, Samuel Guterman and Joseph 
Mascioli. ^ 

Mr. Simon. The same three people ? 

Mr. Guterman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. How much did you pay for the land? 

Mr. Guterman. $350,000. 

Mr. Simon. When did you buy it? 

Mr. Guterman. In 1947, 1 think. It is around 1947. 

Mr. Simon. Wasn’t it 1948? ' 

Mr. Guterman. It could be. 

Mr. Simon. As a matter of fact, didn’t your brother Samuel buy it 
first? 
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Mr. Guterman. Yes. He bought it in 1948 and we bought it from 
him— he bought it in 1947 rather, and we bought it from him in 1948. 

Mr. Simon. And he paid $300,000 for it? 

Mr. Gtjterman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And he sold it to the 3 of you for $350,000 ? 

Mr. Guterman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. So he picked up $33,000 when you and Mascioli came 
into the picture? 

Mr, Guterman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What did FHA give as a value of the land? 

Mr. Guterman. I think the valuation is $856,000 on the three proj- 

•6CtS. 

Mr. Simon. That is the land that you paid $350,000 for, FHA 
valued at $856,000 ? 

Mr. Guterman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. After you got the FHA valuation, were you able to get 
a mortgage on the land ? 

Mr. Guterman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Was that mortgage $770,400? 

Mr. Guterman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. So that you have $420,000 mortgage proceeds on the 
land in excess of what it cost you ? 

Mr. Guterman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And that land is leased for 99 years to the section 608 
building corporation? 

Mr. Guterman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. When was this building built? 

.Mr. Guterman. It is October 1949, was the date of the closing with 
the FHA, and was completed in 1951 — May 1951. 

Mr. Simon. My information on the land was that your brother 
bought it in 1948, and he sold it to you and Mascioli in 1949. Is that 
wrong? 

Mr. Guterman. Well, it could be that title we took in that time, but 
prior to that he had already signed a contract probably a year or so 
before us. 

Mr. Simon. There wasn’t very much difference in time between the 
time you bought it for $350,000, and the time the FHA valued it at 
$856,000, was there ? 

Mr. Guterman. I think it wasn’t much time. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you very much. 

The total there, that the excess-mortgage proceeds over cost on the 
land and building, is $1,402,000, is that ri At? 

Mr. Guterman. I guess so, if that is what it says. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you. 

Senator Bush. Thank you, Mr. Guterman. That is all. 

Mr. Morton Pickman. Mr. Picionan, will you raise your right 
band, please? 

Bo you solemnly swear that the testimony you will give before this 
committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, 
f'O help you God? 
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TESTIMONY OF MORTON PICKMAN, ARROWBROOK GARDENS, 
KEW GARDENS HILLS, LONG ISLAND, N. Y. ^ 

Mr. PlOKMAN. I do. 

Senator Bush. Please give your name and correct address to the 
reporter. 

Mr. PiCKMAN. Morton Pickman, 2057-07 Hillside Avenue, Hollis, 
Queens, N. Y. 

Mr. Simon. You say you live in Hollis ? 

Mr. Pickman. No, that is our office address. 

Mr. Simon. Hollis, Long Island, N. Y. 

Mr. Pickman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you build Arrowbrook Gardens ? 

Mr. Pickman. Yes, we did. 

Mr. Simon. Where is the project located ? 

Mr. Pickman. Well, it is located in Kew Gardens Hills. It is 
bounded by 77th Avenue, Park Drive East, and I36th Street. 

Mr. Simon. That is in Long Island ? 

Mr. Pickman. Yes, that is in Queens County. 

Mr. Simon. How many units are there? How many apartments 
intheOToject? 

Mr. jE^ckman. 320 apartments plus 6 professionals. 

Mr. Simon. And seven garages? 

Mr. Pickman. 79 garages. 

Mr. Simon. Is Arrowbrook Corp., the corporation that built the 
project and got the section 608 commitment ? 

Mr. Pickman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Who are the stockholders of Arrowbrook Corp. ( 

Mr. Pickman. Myself and members of my family. 

Mr. Simon. What is the capital stock of Arrowbrook Corp. ? 

Mr. Pickman. $2,000. 

Mr. Simon. What was the amount of the FHA mortgage? 

Mr. Pickman. $2,675,000. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost of the land ? 

Mr. Pickman. Cost of the land was $327,745.65. 

Mr. Simon. And the land is included in tlie sponsoring corporation? 
Mr. Pickman. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Did the sponsoring corporation itself build the 
buildings ? 

Mr. Pickman. They did. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost? 

Mr. Pickman. The cost was $2,491,189.63. 

Mr. Simon. Haven’t you included in that figure, Mr. Pickman, the 
land cost ? 

Mr. Pickman. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. The $2,491,189.63 includes the $327,000 land cost? 

Mr. Pickman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. It also includes interest and carrying charges? 

Mr. Pickman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. So that is the total amount of money that you paid 
for constructing the building, including the land and everything else? 
Mr. Pickman. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. And the premium on the mortgage was how much? 
Mr. Pickman. $80,250. 
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Mr Simon. So that the actual costs were $264,000 less than the total 

proceeds of the m^gage? 

^ Mr. PicKMAN. That IS right. ; 

Mr. Simon. Did you also build Briarwood Garden^ is it? 

Mr. PiCKMAN. Well, the name of the corporation is the Briarwood 

Building Corp. . . o 

Ml'. Simon. Wliat is the name of the buildmg ? 

Mr. PicKMAN. I believe it is Briarwood Towers. 

Mr! Simon. That is also in Queens County ? 

Mr. PicKMAN. Queens County ; yes. 

Mr. Simon. Where is it located? 

Mr. PiCKMAN. That is located at 85th Drive and 143d Street in 


Briarwood. . 

Mr. Simon. That was built in 1951, wasn’t it? 

Mr. PicKMAN. I would say 1950 and 1951. 

Mr. Simon. When was Arrowbrook built? 

Mr. PicKiviAN. That was built, I believe, in 1949 and 1950. 

Mr. Simons. Now, Briarwood Towers is built on leased land; is 


that right? 

Mr. Pickman. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. What was the amount of the mortgage ? 

Mr. Pickman. $4,272,000. 

Mr. Simon. What was the premium ? 

Mr. Pickman. The premium was — I believe it was $172,000. 

Mr. Simon. $172,240? Is that right? 

Mr. Pickman. Yes ; it is. 

Mr. Simon. Who built the building? 

Mr. Pickman. The Briarwood Building Corp. 

Mr. Simon. The sponsor was the builder ? 

Mr. Pickman. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. What was its actual cost? Was it $4,080,097.95? 

Mr. Pickman. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. The total cost of everything owned by this building, 
including financing charges, was $364,142 less than the proceeds of 
the mortgage ? 

Mr. Pickman. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Now, how much did you pay for the land ? 

Mr. Pickman. The land was purchased by me in 1943 and 1944, 
and was assembled there and as closely as I have been able to check, 
there is one contract I haven’t been able to find, but approximating 
the cost of that contract that I haven’t been able to find it comes out 
to eighty-some-odd thousand dollars. 

Mr. Simon. If we said $85,000, would that be conservative? 

Mr. Pickman. That would be about correct. 

Mr. Simon. FHA valued the land at $304,000 ? 

Mr. Pickman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And you have put a mortgage on the land of $200,000 ? 

Mr. Pickman. I did that, yes, about a year ago. 

Mr. Simon. And the property is leased for 99 years at $12,000 — 
$12,160 a year rent to the building corporation ? 

Mr. Pickman. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. So that in addition to the $364,000 by which the cost 
of the building was less than the mortgage on the building, is $115,000 
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by which the proceeds of the mortgage on the land exceeds the cost 
of the land ; is that right ? 

Mr. PiCKMAN. Yes. The purchase price. 

Mr. Simon. Did you also build Cunningham Park Apartments! 

Mr. PiCKMAN. We did ; yes. 

Mr, Simon. There are four corporations there ; are there ? 

Mr. PiCKMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. And is the capital stock in each of them $1,800. 

Mr. PiCKMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. And the stock is all owned by you and your family? 
Mr. PiCKMAN. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Are those companies Hollis Crest Apartments, Inc. 
Parkway Crest Apartments, Inc., Whitehall Crest Apartments, Inc.’ 
and Foothill Terrace Apartments, Inc.? ’ 

Mr. PiCKMAN. That is -correct. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. They were built in 1950 and 1951 ? 

Mr. PiCKMAN. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What was the total mortgage on the four projects? 

Mr. PiCKMAN. I haven’t totaled them. I can approximate. 

Mr. Simon. Is Hollis, $1,560,000? ' 

Mr. PiCKMAN. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Parkway, $3,194,400 ? 

TV/I"?* "Pxr'ir Tvr A "w Vpg 

Mr! Simon, mitehall, $2,480,100? 

Mr. PiCKMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. And Foothill, $1,667,200? 

Mr. PiCKMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon, The total I am advised is $8,901,700. Where are these 
projects located? 

Mr. PiCKMAN, They are located in Queens County. They are 
bounded by Grand Central Parkway and Francis Lewis Boulevard, 
Mr. Simon. And are they built as one project? 

Mr. PiCKMAN. Well, they were built actually as four projects. 

Mr. Simon. Are they contiguous to each other ? 

Mr. PiCKMAN. Yes, they are. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have the construction costs — incidentally, this 
is built on leasehold land, isn’t it? 

Mr, PiCKMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. You owned the land and you leased it for 99 years to 
these corporations ? 

Mr. PiCKMAN. That is right. 

Mr. Simon, What are the total construction costs? 

Mr. PiCKMAN. I have thdm here,, according to corporations. 

Mr. Simon, All right. Is Hollis $1,546,761? 

Mr. PiCKMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Is Parkway $3,148,244? 

Mr. PiCKMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Is Whitehall $2,427,433? 

Mr. PiCKMAN. That is cori^ct. 

Mr. Simon. Is Foothill $1,639,733? 

Mr. PiCKMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. I am advised that the total of the four costs is 
$8,762,073. 

What were the premiums on the mortgages? 
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Mr. PicKMAN. The premium on the Whitehall Crest Apartment was 
$25884.31. The premium on the Foothill Terrace Apartments was 

$15^86, and the premium on the Whitehall Crest Apartments, Inc. 

Mr. Simon. You have given us Whitehall. 

Mr. PiCKMAN. There is 

Mr. Simon. Is Parkway $34,829 ? 

Mr. PicKMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Is Hollis $14,460? 

Mr. PicKMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Total premiums, then, are $90,960, and the mortgage 
proceeds exceeded the total cost by $230,477 ; is that right ? 

Mr. PiCKMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Now, how much did you pay for the land ? 

Mr. PicKMAN. The land was purchased in 1945 and 1946 for $196,- 
500. 

Mr. Simon. What did FHA value the land at? 

Mr. PiCKMAN. I haven’t totaled it. I know it was over a million 
dollars. 

Mr. Simon. $1,075,000? 

Mr. PioKMAN. I presume it is correct. 

Mr. Simon. That is a little more than five times what you paid 
for it ? 

Mr. PicKMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. There is no mortgage on the land ? 

Mr. Pickman. No. 

Mr. Simon. You get an annual income of $43,000 a year from the 
land for 99 years; is that right? 

Mr. PicKMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. And, of course, the building corporation has to pay 
the real-estate taxes and everything else? 

Mr. PicKMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. So that your $43,000 annual income is net? 

Mr. PicKMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Bush. Any questions ? Thank you very much. 

Mr. Haskell Hess. Mr. Hess, will you raise your right hand, please ? 
Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you will give before 
this committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth, so help you God ? » e 

TESTIMONY OF HASKELL HESS, ELMWOOD APARTMENTS, 
BAYSIDE, LONG ISLAND, N. Y„ ETC. 

Mr. Hess.i I do. 

Senator Bush. Will you give your name and correct address to the 
clerk, please? 

Mr. Hess. My name is Haskell Hess, 163--18 Jamaica Avenue 
Jamaica, N. Y. . ’ 

Mr. Simon. Did you build Elmwood Apartments, Mr. Hess^ 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Where is Elmwood Apartments located? 

Mr Hess. They are on 42d Avenue, 202d Street, and on 43d Ave- 
fo 205th Streets in Bayside. That is Queens County. 

Mr. Simon, There are five corporations there, are there ? 
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■ Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Is the capital stock of each corporation $400? 

- Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. A total of $2,000 for the five corporations ? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And you and Emilio Olivieri — is that right? 

Mr. Hess. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You and he each own half the stock in the companv? 
Mr. Hess. That is right. 

' Mr. Simon. What is the mortgage on the five properties ? 

Mr. Hess. There were five mortgages which totaled $1,116,000. 

Mr. Simon. Is this built as one project? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

- Mr. Simon. Five corporations but the properties are built as one 
project? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

u Mr. Simon. What was the cost of the land? 

Mr. Hess. The cost of the land was $73,000. 

Mr. Simon. Did the sponsor corporation construct the buildingsl 
Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

I ' Mr. Simon. What was the actual cost of the sponsoring corporation 
•of building these buildings ? 

Mr. Hess. $1,055,953.29. 

Mr. Simon. Was that a mortgage premium? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir, there was. 

Mr. Simon. What was the amount of that ? 

Mr. Hess. I don’t have the exact, amount. We don’t have the 
records. The property was sold, but the best of my recollection was 
that it was about 4 percent. 

Mr. Simon. Four percent would be $44,600? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir, approximately that, to the best I can remember. 
Mr. Simon. As best as you can remember, the excess of mortgage 
proceeds over cost is about $103,000 ; is that right ? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir, that would include the premium. 

Mr. Simon. That is right. 

' Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

" Mr. Simon. And that was just about 10 percent, or 9 percent, of 
the mortgage amount? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. FHA had estimated the cost of the property at about 
$127,000 in excess of the amount of the mortgage; is that right? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. \ . 

Mr. Simon. And did you, by a bookkeeping entry, write up the 
value of the property on your books to the amount of the FHA 
estimate ? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And you then distributed to the stockholders, that is, 
yourself and Mr. Olivieri, $123,000; is that right? 

Mr. Hess. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. That was distributed substantially on com,pletion of 
the building ?‘ 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Now, the construction- costs that you have given us 
also included, did they not, a salary to you during construction? 
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Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. How much was that? 

Mr. Hess. I don’t recall the exact amount, but it was approximately 
$150 per week. 

Mr. Simon. How long did it take to build the buildings ? 

Mr. Hess. About 12 months ; perhaps a little less. 

Simon. Did you also build Palo Alto Apartments? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And the stock in that was $5,000 ? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the amount of the mortgage there ? 

Mr. Hess. The mortgage was $790^000. 

Mr. Simon. And was there a premium? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SmoN. What was the amount of the premium ? 

Mr. Hess. $27,650. 

Mr. Simon. Who built the building? 

Mr. IIess. It was built by the sponsoring corporation. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost of the land ? 

Mr. Hess. $24,137.02. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost of construction on the building? 
Mr. Hess. $708,051.19. 

Mr. Simon. Does that include the cost of the land ? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Does that include interest and carrying charges? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. That includes everything then? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. So that the proceeds of the mortgage were $109,000 in 
•excess of the total cost of the land, buildings, and carrying charges; 
is that right? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir; including the mortgage premium, that is cor- 
rect. 

Mr. Simon. What you got when you sold the mortgage. 

The excess of the inortgage proceeds over the cost were distributed 
in the form of a dividend to the stockholders; is that right? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you also build Louden Apartments? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the capital of that company ? 

Mr. Hess. $2,000. 

Mr. Simon. $2,000? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Where is Louden Apartments located? 

^ Mr. Itos. Louden Apartments is located in Albany, N. Y., at the 
intersection of Northern Boulevard and Shaker Road. 

Mr. Simon. Did I ask you where Palo Alto Apartments were 
located ? 

Mr. Hess. No, sir. Palo Alto were on Hillside Avenue at 190th 
Street in Hollis, N. Y. 

Mr. Simon. That is 

Mr. Hess, Queens County, Long Island. 

Mr. Simon. Going to the Louden Apartments project, what is the 
name of the sponsoring corporation? 
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Mr. Hess. Louden Builders, Inc. 

Mr. Simon. That is the company that has the $2,000 capital ? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did it build the building itself? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the amount of the mortgage ? 

Mr. Hess. $2,600,000. 

Mr. Simon. Is there a premium ? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. How much was the premium ? 

Mr. Hess. $116,863.75. 

Mr. Simon. Total proceeds of the mortgage then were $2,716,000? 
Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost of construction ? 

Mr. Hess. $2,765,909.71. 

Mr. Simon. Does that include the cost of the land ? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Does that include the interest and financing charges? 
Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. In that case the costs were approximately $50,000 in 
excess of the mortgage, is that right ? 

Mr. Hess. That would be after deducting the mortgage premium. 
Mr. Simon. The total proceeds of the mortgage were $50,000 less 
than the total cost, is that right ? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. After the property was completed, you reappraised it, 
and on your books increased its value by $259,000, is that right? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the purpose of that? You had no dividends 
to pay out and no money to pay dividends ? 

Mr. Hess. The best I can answer is that that would be on the 
advice of our accountants, who do that for some accounting reason. 
Mr. Simon. You don’t know what the accounting reason was? 

Mr. Hess. Not exactly, sir, no. 

Mr. Simon. Did you build Airline Apartments? 

Mr. Hess. No, sir, not Airline. 

Mr. Simon. Alpine, excuse me. 

Mr. Hess. Alpine, yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Where is Alpine Apartments located? 

Mr. Hess. They are on 76th Street and 34th Avenue, Jackson 
Heights, Queens County, N. Y. 

Mr. vSiMON. What is the capital stopk of that company ? 

Mr. Hess. That was $2,000. 

Mr. Simon. When was that project built? 

Mr. Hess. 1950 and 1951. 

Mr. Simon. That project is built on leased land ? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You own the land? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. As I gather it after you bought the land and got the 
FHA appraisal you were able to get a mortgage in excess of the cost 
of the land ? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the amount of the mortgage on the building? 
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Mr. Hess. $1,815,000. 

Mr. Simon. Was there a premium? 

Mr! Hess. Yes, sir. , 

Mr. Simon. What was the amount of the premium s 

Mr! Hess. $72,600. 

Mr. Simon. Who built the building? 

Mr. Hess. It was built by the sponsoring corporation. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat was its cost? 

Mr. Hess. $1,644,569.16. 

Mr. Simon. Does that include interest during construction, financ- 
ing charges ? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. That is the total cost? 

Jdr Hess "Yes sir. 

Mr. Simon. That is $243,000 — the costs were $243,000 less than the 
proceeds of the mortgage? 

Mr. Hess. No, sir. I have $170,430.84. 

Mr. Simon. The mortgage was $1,815,000; is that right? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The premium was $72,000 ; is that right ? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Doesn’t that make $1,887,000 ? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And the costs were $1,664,000 ? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Isn’t the difference between $1,887,000 and $1,646,000 
$243,000? 

. Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. That is right, isn’t it ? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The mortgage proceeds exceeded the costs by $243,000 ; 
is that right ? 

Mr. Hess. May we check these figures ? They are not clear to us. 
Mr. Simon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PIess. On the $1,644,569 cost we used the mortgage premium to 
reduce our cost. Then we can’t add it in again, so that the differ- 
ence — 

Mr. Simon. Are you saying that your costs were $72,000 in excess 
of $1,644,000? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Simon. The difference is $1,171,000; is that right? 

Mr. Hess. No; just $170,000. 

Mr. Simon. That is because your costs were $1,716,000 and not 
$1,644,000, is that right? 

Mr. Hess. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Did you build Iriquois Apartments? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the capital stock there? 

Mr. Hess. $2,000. 

Mr. Simon. Where is the project located ? 

Mr. Hess. That property is on 195th Street and Jamaica Avenue, 
ill Hollis, N. Y. That is Queens County. 

Mr. Simon. Is the land included in the project? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Simon. What was the mortgage? 

Mr. Hess. The mortgage was $800,000. 

Mr. Simon. The premium? 

Mr. Hess. The premium was $32,000. 

Mr. Simon. Who built the building? 

Mr. Hess. It was built by the sponsoring corporation. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost of construction ? 

Mr. Hess. $574,919.37. 

Mr. Simon. Does that include the cost of the land ? 

) Mr. Hess. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost of the land ? 

Mr. Hess. $30,011.06. 

Mr. Simon. Does that include interests and carrying charges? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The total cost of the project was $604,000 ? 

Mr. Hubss. It is $636,930.43. 

Mr. Simon. That is the total cost ? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Including the land, interest, carrying charges, and 
everything else? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. $194,000 is the amount by which the mortgage proceeds 
exceeds the total cost, is that right? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And that amounts to 25 percent of the mortgage, 
doesn’t it? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. So in that one the actual cost was 35 percent less than 
the estimated cost? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

■ Mr. Simon. And the excess of mortgage proceeds was distributed 
to the stockholders? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you build Jeffery Gardens? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Where is it located ? 

Mr. Hess. Jeffery Gardens is on 215th Street and 39th Avenue, 
Bayside, New York. 

Mr. Simon. Is that in Queens ? 

Mr. Hess. Queens County, yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What is the amount of the capital stock ? 

Mr. Hess. Jeffery Gardens Apartments comprised two corpora- 
tions. That was Jeffery Gardens Apartments, Inc., and another 
corporation which was Jeffery Gardens Apartments, Section 2, Inc. 
Mr. Simon. Was the capital stock $500 in each? 

Mr. Hess. It was $500 m Jeffery Gardens Apartments, and $1,500 
in Jeffery, Section 2. 

Mr. Simon. The total of $2,000 capital stock in the 2 corporations? 
Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Were both of the corporations buildings built as one 
project? 

Mr. Hess. Well, more or less. They were handled separately, 
although they were adjacent to each other. 

Mr. Simon. What is the amount of the mortgage? 
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Mr. Hess. $1,110,900. 

Mr. Simon. That is just in Jeffery Gardens Apartments; isn’t itt 
Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What is the mortgage in section 2 ? 

Mr. Hess. $1,168,700. 

Mr. Simon. $2,278,000, the total mortgage; is that right? 

Mr. Hess. I haven’t totaled these. I have them separate. 

Mr. Simon. What is the premium ? 

Mr. Hess. On the first one, the premium was $38,850. 

Mr. Simon. The second one? 

Mr. Hess. On section 2 the premium was $40,904.50. 

Mr. Simon. Who built the buildings ? 

Mr. Hess. The sponsoring corporations. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost of construction of the first build* 
ing? 

Mr. Hess. $970,034.53. 

Mr. Simon. Does that include the cost of the land ? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 


Mr. Simon. Does that include interest and carrying charges? 

Mr, Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. That is the total cost of every thinff? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Is that reduced by the amount of the premium? 

Mr. Hess. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. WHiat is the cost of the second ? 

Mr. Hess. That was $1,050,020.87. 

Mr. Simon. Does that include the cost of the land ? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Does that include interest and carrying charges? 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Is that reduced by the amount of the premium? 

Mr. Hess. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. If my computation is right, the proceeds of the mort- 
gage exceeded the total cost by $337,000 ; is that right? 

Mr. Hess. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Bush. Thank you very much. 

plMse?^’ Weinberg, will you raise your right hand, 


Do you solemnly swear the testimony you will give before this 
committw will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God ? 


TESTIMOUT OP BERNAED WEINBERa, BAERIRGTOII MANOR, 

BARRINGTON, N. J., ETC. 


Mr. Wbinbeug. I do. 

May I say we have an associate of mine, Mr. Goodwin, if you want 
to put him under oath, or if you want to ask me questions I mav not 
06 qii all tied to ansAver . 

Senator Bttsh. If we find it necessary to put him under oath later, 
^6 Will do so. We don’t anticipate that. 

Mr. Wmnberg. May I also thank you, Mr. Simon, and gentlemen, 
lor permitting me to postpone my hearing from Monday until today. 
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Senator Bush. You are quite welcome. 

If you will kindly give your name and address to the clerk. 

Mr. Weinberg. Bernard Weinberg, 2319 North 51st Street, Pliilj^l 
delphia, Pa. 

Mr. Simon. Is that Bernard Weinberg, 2219 

Mr. Weinberg. 2319. 

Mr. Simon. 2319 

Mr. Weinberg. North 51st Street, Philadelphia. 

Mr. Simon. Did you build Barrington Manor Apartments? 

Mr. Weinberg. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. When was the project built, Mr. Weinberg? 

Mr. Weinberg. We started in the fall of 1949 and we finished it 
in the fall of 1950. 

Mr. Simon. What was the name of the corporation which built 
the project? 

Mr. Weinberg. Barrington Manor Construction Corp. 

Mr. Simon. Was it also the section 608 sponsor? 

Mr. Weinberg. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What was the capital stock of Barrington Manor 
Construction Co. ? 

Mr. Weinberg. The capital stock was $2,000. 

Mr. Simon. What was the amount of the FHA mortgage? 

Mr. Weinberg. The FHA mortgage was $2,262,000. 

Mr. Simon. Was there a premium? 

Mr. Weinberg. There was a premium, of which we received a net 
amount of $16,000, 1 believe. 

Mr. Simon. The premium 

Mr. Weinberg. I am not quite sure of that. 

Mr. Simon. The premium was close to $60,000. 

Mr. Weinberg. It was $61,000, but $47,000 went to the superin- 
tendent for completion early. 

Senator Bush. Went to what? 

Mr. Weinberg. Went to the superintendents on the job for early 
completion of the project. 

Mr. Simon. Who were the superintendents ? 

Mr. Weinberg. A Philip and Howard Green. 

Mr. Simon. You paid them $41,000 of the bonus money for com- 
pleting the job early? 

Mr. Weinberg. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You got $16,000 of the bonus money ? 

Mr. Weinberg. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost of constructing the building? 

Mr. Weinberg. The cost of construction was $1,840,033. 

Mr. Simon. Does that include th6 cost of the land ? 

Mr. Weinberg. That includes all costs, land, the interest, the fees, 
and whatever else. 

Mr. Simon. Carrying charges and everything else ? 

Mr. Weinberg. All costs are in there. 

Mr. Simon. So that the n^ortgage proceeds were $438,000 in excess 
of the cost of the land ; is that right ? 

Mr. Weinberg. In excess of the cost of land 

Mr. Simon. The mortgage proceeds were $438,000 in excess of tbo 
cost of the land, buildings, and carrying charges and financiii^J 
charges? 
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Mr. WKiNBEKa. Including the premium of the mortgage, and the 

nroceeds that we received. 

^ Mr. Simon. Proceeds of the mortgage? 

Mr Weinberg. That is right, 

Mr. Simon. That is approximately 20 percent of the mortgage; 

is that right? . 

Mr. Weinberg. Approximately ; yes. 

Mr. Simon. Therefore, the actual costs were some 30 percent less 
than the FHA Commissioner’s estimated cost ? 

Mr. Weinberg. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Did you also build Pleasantville Apartments ? 

Mr. Weinberg. That is right ; we did. 

Mr. Simon. What was the name of the sponsoring corporation ? 

Mr. Weinberg. Pleasantville Manor Apartments. 

Mr. Simon. What was the capital stock of that ? 

Mr. Weinberg. $2,000. 

Mr. Simon. What was the amount of the FHA mortgage ? 

Mr. Weinberg. $1,680,000. 

Mr. Simon. What was the premium ? 

Mr. Weinberg. The premium didn’t come in there until later, and 
that went into the Parkwoods Corp. wdiich was used to offset the 
operating deficit in the first years. 

Mr. Simon. How much was the premium ? 

Mr. Weinberg. I think it was $37,000 or $40,000. I am not quite 
sure of that, Mr. Simon. 

Mr. Simon. Is $37,000 a fair statement? 

Mr. Weinberg. I would say around there; $37,000 or $40,000. 

Mr. vSiMON. You earned the premium when you sold the mortgage? 

Mr. Weinberg. No; w^e earned the premium because we didn’t go 
into default. 

Mr. Simon. What was your contract when you sold the mortgage 
with the man who bought the mortgage ? 

Mr. Weinberg. I believe it was 1 percent at the end of construc- 
tion, when w^e turned it final and a half percent every year or so until 
we paid off the $37,000. 

Mr. Simon. Did you have to do anything to earn that half a 
percent ? 

Mr. Weinberg. We had to operate the apartments so they wouldn’t 
go in default. 

Mr. Simon. One percent is all they paid you at the time they bought, 
the mortgage? 

Mr. Weinberg. I believe that is correct. I beg your pardon, Mr. 
Godwin reminds me they wouldn’t pay until it was 80 or 87 percent 
occupied, which did not occur at the time we went to our final closing. 

Mr. Simon. The total mortgage proceeds then was the amount of 
the mortgage of $1,671,000, is that right? 

Mr. Weinberg. $1,680,000. 

Mr. Simon. And the sponsoring corporation built the building 
itself? 

Mr. Weinberg. That is right. No, beg your pardon. It was Plcas- 
antville Construction Corp. which was trie sponsors also, but another 
corporation. 

Mr. Simon. Sorry? 

50690— 64— pt 4 26 
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Mr. Weinberg. The Pleasantville Construction Corp. built the build, 
inffs which were the same as the sponsor corporation. 

Mr. Simon. You mean the same stockholders? 

Mr. Weinberg. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What was the actual cost to the construction comnanv 
of building the Wlding? ^ 

Mr. Weinberg. $1,435,959.99. 

Mr. Simon. Does that include the cost of the land ? 

Mr. Weinberg. That includes the cost of the land and all other costa 
involved. 

Mr. SmpN. Including financing charges, carrying charges, and ev- 
erything else? 

Mr. Weinberg. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. The mortgage proceeds, then, without a premium in this 
case, were $266,000 in excess of the costs, all the costs ? 

Mr. Weinberg. I think there is some error there. Our figures are 
$227,000. 

Mr. Simon. Did you tell me the costs were $1,425,000 ? 

Mr. Weinberg. $1,425,959. 

Mr. Simon. Did you tell me the mortgage was $1,891,000 ? 

Mr. Weinberg. $1,680,000. 

Mr. Simon. That would be $255,000, wouldn’t it ? 

Mr. Wbinbero. We have an error. Let’s check our figures. 

Mr. Goodwin. We made an error. 

Mr. Simon. You did or we did? 

Mr. Weinberg. We did. If we may have a moment to check this. 
We have an error. Total cost is $1,452,000. 

Mr. Simon. You told us in Washington, $1,421,000, which is sub- 
stantially what you said earlier. 

Mr. Goodwin. For Pleasantville? 

Mr. Weinberg. Eemember, Mr. Simon, we discussed that and you 
looked at a lighter statement which had some of the amortization taken 
off of that. 

Mr. Simon. I don’t Icnow what it cost, but I want to call your at- 
tention to these figures. 

Mr. Weinberg. They are our cost figures as we liave them now. 

Mr. Simon. This is the third figure you have given us. I want to 
make sure it is the right figure. 

Mr. Weinberg. That is the figure the accountant supplies for it. 
I am taking his word and w^e are paying taxes on that basis. One 
million four hundred and fifty-two thousand dollars is what our ac- 
countant states. That is cost of construction. 

Mr. Simon. That makes mbrtgage^ proceeds $228,000 in excess of 
your actual cost. 

Mr. Weinberg. $228,000 would be right. 

Mr. SmoN. Were you one of the buildei’s of Monroe Park Apart- 
ments? 

Mr. Weinberg. No. I was a stockholder in that corporation. 

Mr. Simon. Well, what was the name of the corporation that built 
Monroe Park Apartments ? 

Mr. Weinberg. I am not quite sure whether it is Housing Engineer- 
ing or whether it was Monroe Park Construction Corp. 

Mr. Simon. Was one of them the sponsor and the other the builder? 

Mr. Weinberg. That is riirlit. 
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Mr. Simon. Did you own 24 percent of the stock of each ? 

Mr. Weinberg. No. I owned 31 percent of the stock of the sponsor- 
ing corporation, the apartments corporation. 

5lr. Simon. How much of the stock in the building corporation did 

you own ? 1 . 1 

Mr. Weinberg. I couldn’t answer that right now. 

Mr. Simon. Was it approximately the same amount ? 

Mr. Weinberg. I don’t know if I owned any stock in the construc- 
tion Mr. Simon. I explained to you in Washington the difficulties. 


I believe 

Mr. Simon. I was hoping between then and now you would lind 


Mr. Weinberg. Frankly speaking, I was hoping I could get that 
information, but they tell me that I appeared before you in executive 
session and you probably had much more information than I supplied 
and I would be very much indebted to you if you would get the 
information. 

Mr. Simon. The mortgage was $5 million, which was the maximum 
amount the statute permitted ; is that right ? 

Mr. Weinberg. I believe the mortgage was in excess of $5 million. 
It was broken up into three corporations. As I told you in Washing- 
ton, Mr. Simon 

Mr. Simon. What is the total amount of the mortgage? 

Mr. Weinberg. About five and a half million, I believe. 

^Ir. Simon. How much did it cost to build the building ? 

Mr. Weinberg. I can’t give you the information because I don’t 
know. 

Mr. Simon. You mean to say you owned 30 percent of the stock 
and you don’t know how much it cost to build the buildings ? 

Mr. Weinberg. I told you in Washington, strange as it seemsj I 
don't know because of the difficulties we had in our arrangements with 
my former associates. 

Mr. Simon. Won’t they tell you how much the building cost if you 
asked them ? 

Mr. Weinberg. I asked them last Friday when I received your sub- 
pemi what those costs were and they refused to give them to me on 
tlie phone. 

Mr. Simon. When was this building built ? 

Mr. Weinberg. I think 1951. 

Mr. Simon. About 3 years ago ? 

Mr. Weinberg. I would think so; yes. 

^Ir. Simon. How much was the capital stock of this company ? 

Mr. Weinberg. Well, it cost me $331 for 31 percent, so I imagine on 
the basis of that it would be somewhere around, about $2,000. 

Mr. Simon. Closer to $1,000, wouldn’t it? 

Mr. Weinberg. Yes; you are right. 

]Mr. Simon. Closer to a thousand. Now, if they built this building 
for four and a half million dollars, you have a third of a million dol- 
lars coming ? 

Mr. Weinberg. Yes ; but I don’t have it. 

]\lr. Simon. You don’t know how much it cost to build the building? 

Mr. Weinberg. No ; I don’t. 

Mr. Simon. Have you ever filed a lawsuit to find out ? 

Mr. Weinberg. If it wasn’t a family arrangement, I would. 
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Mr. Simon. Three years have gone by and you own almost a third 
of the company, and they won’t tell you what it cost and you don’t 
know? 

Mr. Weinberg. That is correct. That seems strange but it is the 
truth. And as I say to you, Mr. Simon, you probably have more in- 
formation on this than I do. 

Mr. Simon. What have you done, Mr. Weinberg, in the 3 years 
to find out ? 

Mr. Weinberg. Just asked them on many occasions and received the 
same answer. 

• Mr. Simon. Have you ever taken it to a lawyer to see whetlier you 
could sue them to get it? 

Mr. Weinberg. And I wouldn’t. 

Mr. Simon. Even though you got a half million dollars coming 
here? 

Mr. Weinberg. I don’t know what I have coming to me but I 
wouldn’t sue them. 

Mr. Simon. You wouldn’t? 

Mr. Weinberg. No. 

Mr. Simon. And besides talking to them and asking them for it 
you have done nothing to find out how much, if anything, you have got 
coming here? 

Mr. Weinberg. That is correct. 

Senator Beall. Why wouldn’t you protect your interest ? 

Mr. Weinberg. There is a family relationship there, you see, and I 
don’t disturb that, not in courts. 

Mr. Simon. The other owners are Herman and Ben Cohen ; is that 
right? 

Mr. Weinberg. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Are they relatives of yours? 

Mr. Weinberg. Mr. Herman Cohen is married to my wife’s sister’s 
husband’s sister. Can you follow that ? 

Mr. Simon. No, sir. 

Mr. Weinberg. I will try to be more explicit. 

Mr. Simon. Can we say he is distantly related by marriage ? 

Mr. Weinberg. I would say he is not distantly related at all. His 
wife is the sister of my sister-in-law. Sister of my brother-in-law, I 
beg your pardon. You have me a little confused, too. 

Senator Beall. Who decided to build this apartment, you or your 
associates ? 

Mr. Weinberg. We did all together.. 

Senator Beall. You decided all together to go into it ? 

Mr. Weinberg. We had a previous apartment and they introduced 
me into the building of apartment projects. 

Senator Beall. They introduced you ? 

Mr. Weinberg. That is right. During the course of building the 
first project we ran across this project and went from one project into 
irhe other. ' 

Senator Beall. Were you always in the building business? 

Mr. Weinberg. No. I was associated with the building industry for 
15 or 18 years, but actively engaged in the past 6 years. 

Mr. Sr:\roN. You also have an interest in Penn Manor Apartments? 

Mr. Weinberg. No. I did. I sold it out in 1050. 

Mr. Simon. What was the amount of the mortgage there ? 
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Mr Wkinberg. I believe it was about million. 

Mrl Simon. About million? 

]\lr Weinberg. I believe it was. 

Mr. Simon. You and the same two Cohens owned that stock in that 

comminy, didn’t you? 

Mr, AVeinberg. Originally ; yes. 

Mr. Simon. What was the capital stock there ? 

Mr! Weinberg. I believe the capital stock there also was either a 

thousand or $2,000. 

Mr. Simon. So you said ; how much did you own « 

Mr. AVeinberg. I owned 32 percent, I believe, or 33 percent. 

Mr! Simon. You said either $320 or $640 for your stock; is that 


riffht? 


Mr. Weinberg. Either one of those. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Some time or another they paid you $125,000 for your 
stock ; is that right ? 

Mr. AVeinberg. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. But you don’t know how much they mortgaged out ; is 


that right ? 

Mr. Weinberg. We completed that job together, but I believe the 
mortgaging, the construction cost, or the mortgage exceeded construc- 
tion cost by about $125,000 or $150,000, somewhere in that, but I haven’t 
the entire file. It was turned over to them when I sold it out to them. 

Mr. Simon. All you know is for your stock they paid you $125,000 ; 
is that right ? 

Mr. AA^einberg. That is right. Of course, I may say this: that I 
also Imd to advance them $150,000 cash. 

Mr. Simon. You got that paid back out of the mortgage, didn’t you ? 

Air. AA'einberg. Tliat is correct, plus signing the notes in the bank 
for it. 

Air. Simon. You got all of that reimbursed out of the mortgage 
proceeds ? 

Air. AA^einberg. That is right. 

Air. Simon. AA^here is Penn Alanor Apartments located? 

Air. AA^einberg. Pennsauken, N. J. That is right near Camden. 

Air. Simon. Is that the name of the city, Pennsauken? 

Mr. Weinberg. Pennsauken Township, N. J. 

Air. Simon. That is a township in New Jersey near Camden? 

Mr. AA^einberg. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. But it is in New Jersey? 

Mr. AYeinrerg. That is right. 

Air. Simon. How big a project was that? 

Mr. Weinberg. 306 apartments. 

Mr. Simon. Where is Monroe Park Apartments located? 

Mr. AYeinberg. In AYilmington, Del. 

Air. Simon. Plow big a project is that? 

Mr. Weinberg. 606 apartments. 

Mr. Simon. AAHiere is Pleasantville Apartments located ? 

Mr. Weinberg. In the suburbs of Pleasantville. 

Air. Simon. Pleasantville, N. J. ? 

Mr. AYeinberg. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Is that near Camden? 

Mr. Weinberg. No ; that is near Pomona Air Station, Atlantic City, 
N. J., and specifically built at the request of the Navy, incidentally. 
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Mr. Simon. Where is Barrington Manor Apartments located? 

Mr. Weinberg. Barrington, N. J., which is near Camden. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you. 

Senator Bush. Thank you very much. , , ^ ^ , . 

For the record, the chairman would like to state that today s -wit- 
nesses report total mortgages of $100,100,902, ar^ ^e mortgage pro- 
ceeds exceed the total cost in these projects by $10,393,171. . 

This covers all 13 witnesses and all of the projects on which they 

testified. , . ^ -n i. j • 

There being no other business, the committee will stand in recess 

until tomorrow morning at 10 o’clock. . i -.n 

(hereupon, at 3 : 05 p, m., the committee recessed until 10 a. m., 

Friday, October 1, 1954.) 
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FBIDAY, OCTOBER 1, 1954 

United States Senate 
Banking and Currency Committee, 

Neio York, N. Y, 

The cuiiimittee met, pursuant to recess* at 10 a. m., Senator Prescott 
Busli presiding. 

Present: Senator Bush. 

Also present: William Simon, general counsel; Richard W. Hogue 
and Clarence E. Dinkins, assistant counsel. 

Senator Busii. Tlie committee will please be in order. 

The fii'st witness this morning is Mr. Samuel Caspert. Will you 
raise your right hand, please ? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you shall give before this 
committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God ? 

TESTIMONY OF SAMUEL CASPERT, MANHATTANTOWN, NEW YORK, 

ACCOMPANIED BY SAMUEL I. ROSENMAN AND MAX FREUND, 

COUNSEL 

Mr. Caspert. I do. 

Senator Bush. Will you give your correct name and address to 
the clerk, please? 

Mr. (UsPERT. My name is Samuel Caspert. I reside at 245 West 
107th Street, New York City. 

Senator Bush. Mr. Simon. 

Mr. Simon. On your left is your counsel. Judge Rosenman? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Could you identify the gentleman back of you ? 

Mr. Caspert. Mr. Max F reund, associate of Mr. Rosenman. 

IMr. Simon. Mr. Caspert, you are one of the stockholders of Man- 
hattan town, Inc. ? 

Mr. Caspert. I am. 

Mr. Simon. Are you also an officer of the company? 

Mr. Caspert. I am. 

Mr. Simon. What office do you hold ? 

Mr. Caspert. Secretary. 

Mr. Simon. Are you also a director of the company ? 

Mr. Caspert. I am. 

Mr. Simon. Manhattan town, Inc., was organized, was it not, for 
the purpose of promoting a slum-clearance project under title I of 
the National Housing Act? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 
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Mr. Simon. Who was the person, who first conceived the idea o{ 
this project? 

Mr. Caspert. In the middle of 1941) 1 lived right in this area, sine® 
1936, and I watched the area deteriorate as far as the buildings weiti 
concerned. 

Mr. Simon. My question is solely who got the idea ? Was it 
you 

Mr. Caspert. It was my idea first. 

Mr. Simon. It was your idea ? 

Mr. Caspert. Right. 

Mr. Simon. You went to Mr. Ferman and the others and told them j 
about it? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. From 1949 until May of 1952, you interested other 
people in the project and finally on that date signed a contract with 
.the city of New York for the going ahead with the i)roject, is that 
right ? 

Mr. Caspert. I and the five people that were interested in 1949, 

Mr. Simon. Who were the other people that were interested with 
you from the beginning 

Mr. Caspert. Jack Ferman. 

Mr. Simon. What is Mr. Ferman's business? 

Mr. Caspert. Builder. 

Mr. Simon. He is a builder with offices at 1775 Broadway I 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Who else? 

Mr. Caspert. John L. Hennessy. 

Mr. Simon. What is his address? 

Mr. Caspert. Real Estate Management Co., of 230 West 99th Street 

Mr. Simon. Who were the others ? 

Mr. Caspert. Mr. Nathan Singer, who has died since. He was an 
accountant. 

Mr. Simon. Who else ? 

Mr. Caspert. Mr, Nathan Silver, who is a real estate owner and 
operator. 

Mr. Simon. What is his address? 

Mr. Caspert. I believe his business address is 1774 Broadway. 

Mr. Simon. And is that all? 

Mr. Caspert. Those are the original five. 

Mr. Simon. So the five includes you ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Four plus yourself? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What is your business ? 

Mr. Caspert. I am real -estate managing, auctioneer, and liquidator. 

Mr. Simon. There are a total of 10 or 11 stockholders? 

Mr. Caspert. I believe 10. 

Mr. Simon. As I understand it, each one of those stockholders is a 
sort of a syndicate head and has a number of other people who own 
parts of his stock? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. But so far as the corporation is concerned, it is only 
the 10 people to whom stock was issued who are stockholders? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 
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Mr. Simon. And are the other five, Mr. Leistner, Sol Leistner? 

Mr. C ASPKRT. Tsadore. 

Mr. Simon. That is L-e-i-s-t-n-e-r ? 

Mr. Caspekt. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. He is in the iron business, is that correct? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. And Mr. Millstein? 

Mr. C.\sPERT. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. AYhat is Ids first name? 

Mr. Caspert. I believe it is Maurice. 

^Ir. Simon. What business is he in ? 

Mr. Caspert. In the flooring business. 

Mr. Simon. Tliere is a Fred Landau who is' an auditor? 

Mr. Caspert. Accountant. 

Mr. Simon. What is his address? 

Mr. Caspert. 1440 Broadway. 

Mr. Simon . rhere is Robert Olnick, who is a lawyer. 

Mr. Caspert. Tliat is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know his address ? 

Mr. Caspert. 1775 Broadway. 

Mr. Simon. And a Mr. Feibush. 

Mr. Caspert. Charles Feibush. 

Mr. Simon. That is F-e-i-b-u-s-h ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. He is now dead, isn't he? 

Mr. (’aspert. Yes. 

Mr. SnroN. What was his businc.ss? 

'.’’'‘H'P operated in real estate and also was con- 
necfcd with tlie tire business. 

Mr. Simon. And an M. E. Ke.s.sler? 
l^lr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Is he an architect? 

Mr. ('aspert. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What is Ids address? 

reinenifcdi^^^^^^ Fifth Avenue or 575. I don’t 

'Fl'ose aie the original stockholders and still the present 

hi: 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct 

of the foJpoht^n ^^9 ^ organization 

rlon fr.r. 1^1 ’ ^ document was prepared by Mr. Lan- 

wniil 1 n prospective investors showing how the proiect 

would be set up and how they miffht expect to make a profit, IXt 

Tliat may be. 

Mr. Simon . Do you have a copy of that ? 

Mr. Caspert. I don’t, sir. 

Mr ®”"F1 we. get a copy of that? 

...it in' 

Mr D'«l.you ever see such a document? 

Mr. Caspert. I just can’t remember. 



3100 


FHA INVESTIGATION 


Mr. Simon. Being the organizers of this, wouldn’t you know 
there had been such a document ? 

Mr. Caspert. This is going back maybe 5 years. 

Mr. Simon. I take it that you were the one who first went to Fer* 
man and you and Ferman went to the others to tell them that was a 
project that they might make a profit in, is that right ? 

Mr. Caspert. I didn’t go to Ferman because there was going to be 
a profit made. I went to Ferman because I was interested in the west 
side, to see that it would be rehabilitated. 

Mr. Simon. Were any of these people intei’ested in making a profit? 

Mr. Caspert. Yes. jifter we got into the deal we found out w® 
may be able to accomplish it. Then we did go into the profit end of it. 

Mr. Simon. In connection with discussing with these people tfie 
prospects of making a profit, didn’t you have this document pre- 
pared by Mr. Landau which showed how they might make a profit? 

Mr. Caspert. No. I don’t think so. I don’t remember that. 

Mr. Simon. Bear in mind, Mr. Caspert, we weren’t there, and we 
only know what you and others tell us. Was there such a document 
or wasn’t there? 

Mr. Caspert. I don’t remember. I think there was a certain kind 
of a prospectus that we had for ourselves. 

Mr, Simon, To show the prospective investors what they might 
expect for a return on their loan, is that right ? 

Mr. Caspert. Not to show to investors, no, because all the investors 
that came in came under a personal deal. In other words, if I asked 
anybody to come in, they came in because I was in it. 

Mr, Simon. And not because they might make any money out of it? 

Mr. Caspert. They figured they would make over a period of years, 
when the buildings were built and sold, or if we operated the building, 
they would make a capital gain. 

Mr. Simon. Did anybody ever ask you what he might make on this 
project? 

Mr. Caspert. No. 

Mr. Simon. Nobody ever asked you ? 

Mr. Caspert. No. 

Mr. Simon. Youtoldsomebody they could buy some stock. Did you 
tell them how much they could buy ? 

Mr. Caspert. They could only have what I gave them. In other 
words, there was 10 or 11 percent allotted to me, and I kept 6 per- 
cent for it for myself, and I allotted 5% percent out. 

Mr. Simon. But the otlier stocldiolders, the other nine stockhold- 
ers, were all invited in first by you and then by you and Ferman 
and Silver, isn’t that rmht? \ „ 

Mr. Caspert. No. Each one of the 5 invited in their own gi'oup, 
until we got to 10. Then the 10 invited their group. 

Mr. Simon. Who invited the 4 people other than yourself in the 
first 5? 

Mr. Caspert. I don’t remember, outside of Landau. I invited Lan- 
dau. That would leave four over. . 

Mr. Simon. After you had 5, who invited the second 5 to make it I'O ? 

Mr. Caspert. I invited Landau. 

Mr. Simon. Each of the first five got the right to pick a second per- 
son? 
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Mr Caspert. That is correct. They could pick 1 or 2 as many as 
,1 fiv wanted. It was just allocated that to my share I had talked with 
Ml- Landau, and he was the only one that I invited in. 

Mr. Simon. Did any of these 

Mr. Caspert. As a group. • ^ • 

Mr Simon. You told Mr. Landau that he might come mto this pic- 
ture and be 1 of the 10 original stockholders; is that correct? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct. . 

Mr. Simon. Did he ask you how much money that would require him 

to put up? 

Hr. Caspert. He did. 

Hr. SmoN. Did you tell him ? 

Mr. Caspert. I did. . . , , , , 

Hr. Simon. Did he ask you anything about how much money he 

might make on the project ? 

Hr. Caspert. He did. 

Hr. Simon. What did you tell him about the prospects for profit s 
Mr. Caspert. I told him there was no figure on how much we could 
make, but over a period of time when the buildings would be erected, 
that there would a profit in the operating, or if we sold the buildings 

individually or in the whole there would be a capital gain. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t Landau invite Feibusli? 

Mr. Caspert. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you invite Feibush and Feibush brought Landau 
in? 

Mr. Caspert. No, sir. Feibush happens to be my son-in-law’s uncle. 
Mr. Simon. Did you go to Feibush before you went to Landau ? 

Mr. Caspert. I did. 

' Mr. Simon. Did Feibush come in? 

Mr. Caspert. He did. 

Mr. Simon. Well, then, I thought you only invited in one person. 
Mr. Caspert. I correct that. 

Mr. Simon. You invited in two people? 

Mr. Caspert. Two groups, the Feibush group and the Landau 

gl’Olip. 

Mr. Simon. Did Feibush ever ask you how much money he would 
have to put up ? 

Mr. Caspert. He did. 

Mr. Sevion. And did he ever ask you how much profit he might 
make? 

Mr. Caspert. I told him the same thing as I told Mr. Landau, that 
tliere would be money made in the operating of the completed build- 
ings, and a probable capital gain. 

Mr. Simon. Did he ever ask you whether he might make a 2 percent 
return on his money or a 200 percent return ? 

Mr. Caspert. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. He had no notion of how much money he might make 
on this ? 

Mr. Caspert. Absolutely not. 

Mr. Simon. All he knew was that you were in the deal, and you 
wei*e inviting him to participate; is that right? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And he hadn’t the slightest idea of how much money he 
iniglit make? 
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Mr. Caspert. There was no figure. 

Mr. Simon. Was there any discussions as to wliat the prospects 
were ? 

Mr. Caspert. Outside of operating the completed properties and, ^ 
as I said before, the capital gain that may arise. 

Mr. Simon. "WTiat I am really getting toward, Mr. Caspert, is ‘ 
whether there does exist this document of 2 pages, maybe 3 pages 
in length, prepared by Mr. Landau, outlining the prospective profits 
of the venture. Are you prepared to say there is no such document, 
or 

Mr. Caspert. No; I am not prepared to say. I said I thought tliei'e 
was a document. 

Mr. Simon. You thought there was such a document? 

Mr. Caspert. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have a copy of it? 

Mr. Caspert. No. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever have a copy of it? 

Mr. Caspert. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever see a copy of it ? 

Mr. Caspert. I may have. 

Mr. Simon. Wliere was it when you saw it-^ 

Mr. Caspert. At one of the meetings of the directors. 

Mr. Simon. Wlio were the directors? 

Mr. Caspert. The original 10 directors, 10 stockholders. 

Mr, Simon. Who produced this document ? 

Mr. Caspert. Mr. Landau. 

Mr. Simon. Did he ever give a copy of it to anybody ? 

Mr. Caspert. Not to my recollection. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know of anybody elese who might have seen it? 
Mr. Caspert. Well, if the document was shown, it was shown to the 
directors. 

Mr. Simon. Did the directors show it to others who were prospec- 
tive investors ? 

Mr. Caspert. That I do not know. 

Senator Busi-i. Wasn’t that the purpose of the document ? 

Mr. Caspert. No. 

Senator Bush. Wliat was the purpose of it ? 

Mr. Caspert. I don’t recall that document clearly. I don’t remem- 
ber what that was. I Imow we got to get a prospectus for ourselves. 

Mr, Simon. Mr. Caspert, did you ever show this document to a 
man named Parmet? 

Mr. Caspert. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You know Parmet? 

Mr. Caspert. I do. 

Mr. Simon. Are you absolutely certain you never showed it to 
Parmet ? 

Mr. Caspert. I am quite sure. 

Mr. Simon. But not absolutely certain? 

Mr. Caspert. I wouldn’t say I am absolutely certain ; no. 

Mr. Simon. You just don’t think you did; is that right? 

Mr. Caspert. I don’t think I did. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever show it to a man named Lovell? 

Mr. Caspert. I don’t think so ; no. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know a man named Lovell, or Lowell? 
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Hr ^ -ASPERT. Lovell. I met him twice. 

\fr Simon. What is his fii‘st name ? 

Hr! (^ASPERT. Jack. _ . 

Mr. Simon. You never showed it to him? 

Mr. Laspert. I don’t know. 

Mr! Simon. You are not certain ? 

Mr! Caspert. I am not certain. 

Mr SnvroN. If there is any possibility you showed it to Parmet or 
Lovell, then you would have had to have a copy in your possession, 

wouldn’t you? 

Mr. Caspert. I may have. 

Mr. SmoN. You may have had a copy ? 

Mr. Caspert. I mean if I showed it to Lovell or Pai-met, I may 
have inid a copy. I don't recollect. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t recall whether you had a copy ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 

l\Ir. Si:mon. Do yon I’ecall Avhat this document show-ed as to the 
manner in which profits were going to be made and the amount of 
the profits ? 

Mr. Caspert. It showed the present operation, I believe — what 
mono vs there would be in this present operation and how it would be 
expended toward expense. 

Mr. Si:\ruN. Didn’t it also show what profit was contemplated or 
hoped for on the investment that was required? 

Mr. Caspert. I don’t recollect. 

Mr. Simon. IWiere could we get a copy of this document ? 

Mr. Caspert. That I don’t know. 

Mr. Kosenman. Mr. Simon, if I may interpolate here, I have made 
inquiry here since you just mentioned the document. It was not men- 
tioned at an,y of the private hearings. I am informed by the people 
here that they never heard of such document and that there is none. 
If you have a copy, we would be glad to identify it. 

Mr. SiAioN. Judge, all I can say to you is that we asked every stock- 
holder, as you know, what conA-ei*sations there were about prospec- 
tive profits. 

Mr. Rosenman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. As you know, many of them', or most of them, said that 
there never was any discussion albout profit, but a few of them have 
testified under oath that there was such discussion, and have referred 
to this document. I get the impression from Mr. Caspert’s testimony 
this morning 

Mr. Rosenman. My recollection is different, Mr. Simon. I don’t 
think there Avas any mention of this document by any of the witnesses 
at any of the private hearings, and I tell you I heard about it for the 
first time this morning. 

Mr. Simon. I can only say, Judge 

Mr. Rosenxcan. Unless you mean the city brochure. 

ifir. Simon. No, sir; I definitely do not mean the city brochure. I 
Incan a document Avhich we have been told under oath was prepared 
by Mr. Landau, Avas tAvo pages long, and I get the impression from 
Ml*, (hispert that he knows what Ave are talking about, and it Avas 
testified to by Avitnesses Avho Avere not represented by your firm. 

Mr. Rosenafan. Can you gix^e us the name of the Avitness? Maybe 
we can track it doAvn that Avav, if there is such a document. 
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Mr. Simon. The committee has always had the rule that they don’t 
disclose what goes on in executive sessions. 

Mr. Eosenman. I merely want to be helpful in tracking it down. 
I heard about it for the first time this* morning. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Caspert convinces me it exists from his own 
answers. 

May we go on, Mr. Caspert? I gather Mr. Olnick may be looking 
for it? 

' Mr. Caspert. No; Mr. Olnick knows nothing about it. 

Mr. Eosenman. The record should show Mr. Olnick came up and 
consulted. 

Mr. Simon. Is Mr. Landau available ; do you know ? 

Mr. Caspert. I don’t know. I got back. I heard you wanted me 
here and I came back to the country. 

Mr. Simon. For which we are grateful. You don’t know whether 
Mr. Landau is here and available? 

Mr. Caspert. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. Should the record accurately show, Mr. Caspert, that 
none of these investors ever asked, and were never told, how much 
they might possibly make out of this project, and none of them ever 
inquired as to what they might possibly make out of the project? 

Mr. Caspert. What investors do you mean, Mr. Simon ? 

Mr. Simon. I mean all the people who invested money in the 
project. 

Mr. Caspert. I can only talk for people who invested with me. 

Mr. Simon. You said a moment ago you brought Feibush in and 
you brought Landau in. Didn’t you talk to other people ? 

Mr. Caspert. Those are the people I spoke to. 

Mr. Simon. You have a number of other people you brought in, 
your son, your wife, Tod, Parmet, and a whole number of them. 

Mr. Caspert. I didn’t bring those in. Parmet brought in Arrut, 
his son-in-law, and Parmet brought in 2 or 3 people of his own. I 
only brought in, in my group, I brought in Parmet and Leo Vivack. 

Mr. Simon. Did they ever ask you about what they might make 
out of this investment? 

Mr. Caspert. They did. 

Mr. Simon. What did you tell them? 

Mr. Caspert. I told them the same as I told Mr. Feibush and Mr. 
Landau, that there would be a possible capital gain, and an operating 
profit. 

Mr. Caspert. Was there any discussion as to what the possible cap- 
ital gain might be, or what the possible operating profit might be? 

Mr. Caspert. That may be. 

Mr. Simon. What was the discussion ? 

Mr. Caspert. .1 don’t recall exactly. 

Mr. Simon. What is your best recollection of what discussion was? 

Mr. Caspert. If we would build these apartments — I forget the fig- 
ure what they would cost us — and if w-e sold them at a certain percent 
times the rent that the buildings would be worth so many dollars and 
from there, if it was sold at that there would be a capital gain from 
the cost to the selling price. 

Mr. Simon. Of course, that is a matter of the tax laws but was 
there any discussions as to how much you might possibly make out j 
of it? i 
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Mr. Caspert. I don’t remember that. 

Mr. Simon. If a man invests a thousand dollars in a project, I 
take it he would be interested in knowing whether he might make 
a profit of $500 or he might make a profit of $50,000. 

Mr. C'ASPERT. He may have, but what they are mostly interested in, 
was tliat in the brochure, it showed them that there would be a poten- 
tial profit of about T percent on their investment. 

Senator Bush. Was that annually, a return of 7 percent? 

Mr. Caspert. Yes, sir. 

Senator Bush. An annual return in the form of dividends? 

Mr. Caspert. It wouldn't be dividends. That is their investment, 
over the entire period they would made about 7 percent annually. 

Mr. Simon. What document shows that ? 

Mr. Caspert. The brochure which was gotten up by the city of 
New York. 

Mr. Simon. Was that the only reference made in your conversations 
among yourselves as to prospective profit? 

Mr. Caspert. I believe so. That has the entire figure. I believe 
that is the only document that I can remember. 

Mr. Simon. Did you give — did you or Manhattantown give a note 
to anv of these in^'estors ? 

C' 

Mr. Caspert. I personally gave a note to people of my group. 

Mr. Simon. For the amount of money they put up ? 

Mr, Caspert. For the amount of their investment — for the amount 
that they loaned the corporation. 

Mr. Simon. Let’s get that straightened out and come back. As I 
understand what happened here, your group picked a six-block 
area^ 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. And the area is bounded hj 97th Street on the south 
and 100th Street on the north. Central Bark on the east and is it 
Amsterdam on the west ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct, 

Mr. SiiUuN. That is the six-block area? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon, You people picked out the area and went to the city 
and negotiated this arrangement? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. And the city condemned the land at a cost to the city 
of roughly $15% million ? 

Mr. Caspert. That was the final acquisition cost. At that time I 
think it was about $11 million. 

Mr. Simon. Contemplated, but it finally cost the city $15% million ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. The contract that the city entered into with Manhattan- 
town, Inc., in May of 1952, provided that the city would sell the 
land to Manhattantown for roughly $4 million — about $4,200,000. 

Mr. Caspert. $3,200,000. 

Mr. Simon. Wasn’t there approximately $1 million taken off as 
the cost of demolition ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And the net price was about $3,150,000 ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 


i 
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Mr. Simon. But that figure was reached by saying that the value 
of the land was roughly $4,150,000 

Mr. Caspert. When the land would be cleared. 

Mr. Simon. Yes, and it would cost you $1 million to demolish the 
buildings, and therefore they would sell you for $3,150,000, the land, 
with your agreement to relocate the people, and demolish the build- 
ings? 

Mr. Caspert. That is absolutely correct. 

Mr. Simon. The $1 million credit was for the cost of relocation 
- and demolition ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Of the $3,150,000 that you were to pay the city, approxi- 
mately $1 million was paid in cash? 

Mr. Caspert. I think $1,100,000. 

Mr. Simon. $1,100,000 paid in casli? 

Mr. Caspert. There were some-odd dollars. 

Mr. Simon. And $2,000,000 or $2,050,000 was due 4 years later ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. And of the $1,150,000 cash that was to be paid the city, 
$850,000 was acquired by Manhattan town through loans? 

Mr. Caspert. From their stockholders. 

Mr. Simon. From their stockholders, Manhattantown, Inc., bor- 
lowed $850,000 ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Then it sold to their stockholders $250,000 of stock, is 
that right ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. And the $250,000 that Manhattantown got from the 
sale of stock plus the $850,090 it got from the loans, it paid to the city 
as what you might call the down payment? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Then the contract provided that within 4 years — T am 
getting ahead of myself — that there was first a sale, an auction, where 
anybody had the right to outbid you ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And nobody did, and on August 29. 1952, you became— 
by “you,” I mean your company — the owner of the project? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Then the contract provided that you had 4 years within 
which to relocate the tenants, demolish the buildings, and build new 
structures, is that right ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. It also provided that during the 4-year period, you 
were to manage the property, collect the rents, and pay the demolition 
expenses, and you were allowed, first, 5 percent interest on the moneys 
you had put up, and an item or two items of 10 percent, one for profit, 
one for risk, if there was a profit out of the venture ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And you paid the city 5 percent interest on the $2 
million it still had coming? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. Let me say this : Where you say that 
we were entitled to collect the rent, we also assumed the obligation to 
maintain each and every building and every apartment, including full 
taxes, real -estate taxes, everything. 
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Mr. Simon. When you say “we’’ you mean tlie corporation ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. With that preface, if I may go back : There is a bro- 
chure prepared, or at least put out by the city of New York about this 
property which Judge Rosenman holds in his hand, and is that the 
document that you referred to that talks about 7 percent interest '? 

Mr. (\aspert. 7.3 percent. 

Mr. Simon. That is the city’s document ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Going back, was there any document prepared, a 2-page 
document that I refer to — it might have been 3 pages, but I am told 2 — 
prepared by Landau, which was circulated only among your owji 
people, prospective investors, telling them what they might make out 
of this project? 

Mr. Caspert. Not that I can remember. 

Mr. Simon. But you are not prepared to say there was no such 
document, is that right ? 

Mr. Caspert. I would say not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Simon. Are you still unprepared to say whether you showed it 
toParmet and whether you showed it to Lovell? 

Mr. (’aspert. I am prepared to say I don’t remember showing them 
any such document, outside of the brochure. 

Mr. Simon. The thing I am puzzled about, Mr. Caspert, you were the 
originator of this idea, and 1 of the 2 or 3 principal motivating factors 
in the thing and I just don't understand why you don't recall whether 
there was such a document. 

Mr. Caspert. I just don’t recall it. I don’t know why, but I don’t 
recall anything like that outside the brochure because we lived with 
tlie brochure. 

Mr. Simon. As you know, we have been trying for months to find 
out how you people contemplated making money out of it. This 
document would be the ansAver to all those questions if Ave could 
find it. 

Mr. Caspert. Mr. Simon, I think this brochure is a complete answer 
to what you are trying to find out, because the 7.3 interest return on 
your investment I think is very good. 

Mr. Simon. That is the document which tlie city of New York 
prepared and which was available to anybody avIio Avanted a copy 
of it? 

Mr. Casitert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. A man from the street could Avalk in and get a copy ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. What I am inquiring about is a typewritten document, 
not a printed document AAdiich Avas prepared for investors Avhicli I 
told and I haven’t seen it, but it is quite a different story. 

Mr. Caspert. I don’t recollect. 

Mr. Simon. But you are not prepared to say that it does not exist ? 

Mr. Caspert. To my knoAvledge there is none exists. 

Mr. Simon. And you are not certain Avhether you showed it to 
bovell and Parmet? 

Mr. Caspert. I am quite sure I did not show them. 

Mr. Simon. You are not prepared to say under oath you did not 
Snow it to them ? 

Mr. Caspert. No. I Avould not sav that. 

60000—64 — pt. 4 26 
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Mr. Simon. The city paid $15,385,784 for the condemned land, is 
that ri^t? 

Mr. Caspebt. I believe that is correct. I wouldn’t have those 
figures. 

Mr. Simon. And the amount of the city’s appraisal of the land, after 
it acquired it, was $4,157,370, is that correct? 

Mr. Caspert. I don't get that question. 

Mr. Simon. I am sorry 

" Mr. Caspert. I did not get that question. 

Mr. Simon. I don’t thimc there is any dispute about these figures. 

Mr. Caspert. I wouldn’t know the figures. Those are the city figures. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Femian testified that the city paid for the land in 
this fi-block area, $15,385,784. 

Mr. Caspert. That may be. 

Mr. Rosenman. If those were the figures given you at the private 
hearing by us they are correct. 

Mr. Simon. Tnat is right. At the same time — this is on page 1448 
of the record, Mr. Parmet said that the city appraisal of the land- 
bear in mind the $15% million was what they had to pay for the 
land and buildings, and the city’s appraisal of the land without the 
building was $4,157,370. 

Mr. Caspert. That may be. 

Mr. Simon. Then the city sold the land to you people, to Manhattan- 
town, for $3,108,711, is that correct? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. And of that amount, yon paid in cash $1,087,350, and 
agreed to pay $2,019,361 originally within 6 months of the sale, and 
that was later extended to the duration of the contract. 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 

Mr. Rosenman. In this question you overlooked the obligation to 
demolish and relocate? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. The contract required you to demolish and re- 
locate and the credit of $1,050,000 between the sale price and the city’s 
valuation was to adjust, or compensate you for the cost of relocation 
and demolition. 

Mr. Caspert. That is absolutely right. 

Mr. Simon. Now, the difference between the amount of money the 
city would get for this property, and the amount of money that it 
cost it, which is roughly $12% million, is under the law borne two- 
thirds by the Federal Government, and one-third by the city of New 
York? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. So that the Federal Government has contributed or 
has obligated to contribute roughly $8 million for the clearance of 
this 6-block area? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Now, the contract required you to relocate the tenants, 
demolish the buildings, and build the new buildings within 4 years, 
is that right? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And as of the moment, you are substantially behind 
schedule, is that right? 

Mr. Caspert. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Simon. Not to your knowledge? 
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Mr. Caspert. No. 

Mr. Simon. It has now been a little over 2 years since the contract 
was signed, is that right? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. So half of the 4-year period has gone by ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Has any activity been undertaken in constructing new 
buildings? 

Mr. Caspert. No. We are only at the demolition period. 

Mr. Simon. How much of the demolition has taken place? 

Mr. Caspert. I would say one-sixth is already demolished. 

Mr. Simon. One-sixth? 

Mr. Caspert. One-sixth of the entire area. 

Mr. Simon. About 16 percent? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. So that in 2 years you have demolished 16 percent of 
the structures existing when you took over, and have done nothing in 
construction of the new buildings, is that right? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct. Of course, there were plenty of 
obstacles in our way. 

Mr. Simon. The contract required not only that all buildings be 
demolished in 4 years, but the new ones be built; 4 years for demolish- 
ing all the old buildings and building the new ones, is that right ? 

Mr. Caspert. We also had a provision in the contract for unfore- 
seen circumstances. It may be prolonged a certain length of time. 
I don't know how long. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat unforeseen circumstances arose? 

Mr. Caspert. Well, I will tell you this 

Mr. Simon. The unforeseen ones. 

Mr. Caspert. The unforeseen ones : The unfoz'eseen one, and in all 
due res|>ect to the committe, the committee is one, this committee. 

Mr. Simon. That delayed the demolition of the old buildings? 

Mr. Caspert. That delayed the entire operation for 5 months. 

Mr. Simon. Were you up to schedule before this committee inquired 
into the project? 

Mr. Caspert. I will explain that also. 

Mr. Simon. Were you ? 

Mr. Caspert. I would say we were a little behind, not too much, 
and that was due to the fact 

Mr. Simon. Now wait a minute. I want to get your conception 
of “a little.” Under the program, you are supposed to have completed 
the demolition of all the buildings, except the store buildings, by 
the end of October this year, is that right ? 

Mr. (\vspert. I didn’t get that. Wliat was that? 

Mr. Simon. Under the progi'am of the city of New York, for the 
clearance of this project, you were to have demolished all the build- 
ings, other than the store buildings in area 5, by the end of October 
of this year ? 

Mr. Caspert. Well, if that is what the scale shows. 

Mr. Simon. That is what the scale shows. The scale shows that 
by October this year, everything except the store buildings was to 
have been demolished. The fact is that in many of the areas you 
haven’t even started demolition; isn’t that true? 

Mr. Caspert. Well, the buildings were vacant. 
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Mr. Simon. In areas 10, 11, and 12, demolition has not started 
has it? ’ 

Mr. Caspert. No, not 10, 11, and 12. 

Mr. Simon. And under the contract you were supposed to have 
finished demolition of those areas by August of this year, is that 
right? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Do you tell me 

Mr. Caspert. But there were obstacles in the way. 

Mr. Simon. Do you tell me if the committee hadn’t inquired into this 
project in August, and that is when we looked into it, that you would 
have completed the demolition by August ? 

Mr. Caspert, We would have been done with another sixth of the 
area, which would give us one-third. 

Mr. Simon. We were supposed to have completed the demolition of 
area 6 in June of tliis year. That was before we started. 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You haven’t even started the demolition as of today, 
isn’t that right? 

Mr. Caspert. I want to explain that, sir. When we took o\ er this 
property on August 29, it was one of the first title I’s tliat was under- 
taken and it was quite a task. We didn't know whether we were 
going to acquire the property on August 29 because it was put up for 
auction. The first thing that we faced was violations on the build- 
ings, way back into 1936 and 1937, hazard violations that had to be 
removed or else the corporation and its officers would be criminally 
responsible for any fatality that may have arisen there. 

Mr. Simon. Nothing unforeseen about that, is there? 

Mr. Caspert. It was as far as we were concerned because we didn’t 
go to look into the record before we knew we owned the property. 
That would cost a fortune to do that. 

Mr. Simon. You signed a contract in May of 1952, is that right ? 

Mr. Caspert. We signed a contract to bid on August 29. 

Mr. Simon. You said you didn’t even examine the properties until 
August. 

Mr. Caspert. Not physically, just walked through the area; that 
would cost thousands of dollars to do that. 

Mr. Simon. As a matter of fact, Mr. Caspert, didn’t you have your 
office in this block? 

Mr. Caspert. I did, just as city marshal. That is all. 

Mr. Simon. How long had you had your office in that area ? 

Mr. Caspert. Well, between the office and my furniture store. 1 
have been there since 1936. 

Mr. Simon. In this very block? 

Mr. Caspert. Right in this area. 

Mr. Simon. In this veiy block? 

Mr. Caspert. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. So you knew something about the area? 

Mr. Caspert. I only knew my store or my office, but I never had 
any access to any apartment house. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat else delayed you ? 

Mr. Caspert. That delay alone there was at least 6 months; com- 
piling statistics on each and every tenant. There were approximately 
3,600 or 3,800 individual prime tenants in this area. 
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Mr. Simon. Was that an unforeseen requirement? 

Mr. Caspkrt. Sure, it was. 

Mr. Simon. Yon didn’t tliink you would have to do that? 

Mr. Caspert. We didn’t think we would have to comply with the 
temporary housing commission, we didn’t think we would have to 
comply with the board of health, the fire department, police depart- 
ment, smoke, air pollution, everything came on top of us at that time. 

Mr. SmoN. Didn’t the contract require 3^011 to operate the property ? 

Mr. Caspert. It did. 

Mr. Simon. Did you think you were going to be exempt from all 
the city laws in operating it? 

Mr. Caspert. We thought we would have the same privilege that 
if a municipality was going to demolish buildings, they don't do any- 
thing at all as far as buildings are concerned. AVe had to paint apart- 
ments even. 

Mr. Simon. Your contract required you to comply with cit}^ laws? 

Mr. Caspert. Yes. Those wci-e unforeseen things as far as we were 
concerned. 

Mr. Simon. How could you say it was unforeseen when it was in 
the contract \mu had to do this? 

Mr. Caspert. It didn’t tell us we had to comply with the building 
department. 

Mr. Simon. It said you had to comply with c*ity laws? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. W(* dicln't know on a search that we 
were stuck with 108(1 and 1087 hazardous violations that the former 
owners knew that this area was going to be condemned, didn’t spend 
a nickel on their houses and let them deteriorate and here we had 
human beings, very fine people, although they may be poor, there Avere 
a fine class of people living there. 

Mr. SnrnN. You learned that after the sale? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You didn’t knoAv that before the sale? 

I Mr. Caspert. No, sir. 

Mr. SiiA[oN. You didn’t know thev Avere fine people? 

Mr. Caspert. Wq kneAv they Avere fine people. That is whv I stayed 
in the area. 

Mr. SnioN. Didn’t you knoAV there were city laws al^out building 
conditions ? 

Mr. C’aspert. That is right. I didn't know they AA’ent back to 1936. 
Mr. Simon. I avouIcI assume that they Avent back to the beginning of 
the incorporation of the city of New York. 

Mr. Caspert. No. I knoAv that I OAvned buildings outside this area, 
and I knoAv Avhen I get a hazardous violation I must take care of it 
immediately. 

Mr. Simon. We can agree that under the schedule set up by the 
city, which I hold in my hand, demolition Avas to have been completed 
the end of this month, and that as of iioav you have completed ap- 
proximately one-sixth of the demolition; is that right? 

^r. Caspert. One-sixth and one-sixth is ready tor demolition, but 
tne demolition contractors are staying aAvay from us due to the fact 
tnatthey were called in and questioned. They don't even Avant to come 
••^ar the place. 

Simon. You have demolished one-sixth, and the schedule called 
^^fcempleting the demolition by the end of this month? 
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Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Also, nothing has been done physically toward con* 
structing any new buildings? 

Mr. Caspert. Not at the present time. 

Mr. Simon. Now the contract provided that you might have a rental 
agent to manage the property ; is that right? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Roseman. Mr. Simon, if I may interrupt, he was explaining the 
circumstances of delay, and you got off on this other subject. 

Mr. Simon. Were there any other circumstances of delays? 

Mr. Caspert. Well, that is the only ones I can remember. 

Mr. Simon. Those are the only ones you can remember? 

Mr. Roseman. May I ask you to ask him about relocation of 
tenants? 

Mr. Simon. I take it the difficulties of relocating tenants were not 
unforeseen, were they, or were they? 

Mr. Caspert. I wouldn’t say they were unforeseen, but it was quite 
a difficult task, and we of New York here have this temporary State 
rent commission that when you want to have a tenant removed, you 
must wait a certain length of time. You must give out your demolition 
contract. 

Mr. Simon. When were the city ordnances passed ? 

Mr. Caspert. Several years ago. Quite some time ago. During 
the war. 

Mr. Simon. You knew that when you signed the contract? 

Mr. Caspert. We didn’t know it. We thought we would have the 
same rights as a municipality. A^Tien they take over the property, 
they remove their people very fast, and they don’t have to comply with 
any of the laws of the city or State or Federal Government. 

Mr. Simon. There is nothing in the contract 

Mr. Caspert. That is something we didn’t know. 

Mr. Simon. The contract is to the contrary ; isn’t it? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Did you read the contract? 

Mr. Caspert. I did. 

Mr. Simon. If you read it, was it because you didn’t understand 
what it said ? 

Mr. Caspert. I didn’t foresee what could happen. 

Mr. Simon. Of course, you did have most able counsel in preparing 
the contract; didn’t you? 

Mr. Caspert. I believe we did, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Is there anything else that we should ask. Judge? 

Mr. Rosenman. I would suggest you ask him about delays in 
obtaining financing with the legislation about FHA, and so forth. 

Mr. Simon. I intend to go into the financing at some length. 

Mr. Rosenman. Delays in financing would explain delays in actual 
construction. 

Mr. Simon. We have nothing in delays in demolition of the old 
buildings. 

The contract provided you could have a management firm to manage 
the pr^erty but they had to be approved by the city of New York? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Did you know that the reason that the contract pro- 
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vided that the management firm had to be approved by the city was 
that the Federal Government had insisted on that provision? 

Mr. CASPEiiT. That is coiTect. 

Mr. Simon. After the project came into being, did you pick the 

management firm ? 

]\Ir. Caspert. We did. 

Mr. Simon. AVho was the management firm ? 

Mr. Caspert. Jolni L. Hennessy. 

Mr. Simon. And you asked the city of New Y(^rk to approve John 
L. Hennessy & Co. as the management agent ? 

Mr. Caspert. We did. 

Mr. Simon. And they did ? 

Mr. Caspert. Th^ did. 

Ml’. Simon. Mr. Fennan testified in AVashington that the manage- 
ment agent was John L. Hennessy or John L. Hemiessy & Co., and 
the city of New York wtis asked to approve John L. Hemiessy Co. 
for the management. The fact is, isn’t it, Mr. Caspert, that John L. 
Hennessy & Co. were never the managers of this property ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is not correct. 

Mr. Simon. Isn’t it a fact that a partnei'ship was formed called 
John L. Henness}^ Co., Manhattantown division, in which Mr. Hen- 
nessy had only a 10-percent interest, and the other interest was held 
by you and Fennan and the rest of the sponsor’s here? 

Mr. Caspert. I have no interest. 

Mr. Simon. I don’t mean you personally, but Hennessy had 10 per- 
cent, his son 

Mr. Caspert. That I don’t know. His individual company I have 
no knowledge. 

Mr. Simon. Isn’t it a fact that the management firm that ran this 
property was not John L. Hennessy & Co., the well-known real-estate 
inn, but was a difierent company, composed of a partnersliip in which 
Hennessy had only a 10-percent interest, his son a 5-percent interest, 
and the other 85 percent held by stockholders of this Manhattantown 
project? 

Ml’. Caspert. Not that I know of. I don't know what he had in 
the company. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t even know that today? 

Mr. Caspert. I do know there are a Qouple of people that were 
investors in Manhattantown that were in the company. I don’t know 
all of them. 

Mr. Simon. Let me ask you this : You do know, don't you, that the 
firm which manages this property is John L. Hennessy Co., Man- 
hattantown division ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. And that that is a wholly separate business from the 
John L. Hennessy Co. real-estate business that Mr. Hennessy runs? 

Mr. Caspert. I assumed it was only a subsidiary of his original 
company. 

Mr. Simon. Of the original company, Hennessy and his son own 
the whole company ; you know that, don’t you ? 

Mr. Caspeht. I?o, I don’t. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know anybody else who has any interest in it? 

Mr. Caspert. No ; I don’t 

Mr. Simon. As far as you know, they own the whole company ? 
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Mr. Caspert. I wouldn’t say. I don't know who is in.that company 

Mr. Simon: Do you know whether Jack Ferman is a partner intlie 
Hennessy real-estate business? 

Mr. Caspert. In the Manhattantown division? 

Mr. Simon. No; Hennessy’s own real-estate business. 

Mr. Caspert. I know they do business together. 

Mr. Simon. Is he a partner in that business ? 

Mr. Caspert. I doivt know. 

Mr. Simon. Is Olnick a partner in Hennessy ’s real-estate company? 

Mr. Caspert. I do not Imow. 

Mr. Simon. AVhat about your son ? Do you know anything about 
his business affairs ? 

Mr. Caspert. My son? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. Caspert. Surely. 

Mr. Simon. Is he a partner of Hennessy in his real-estate business? 

Mr. Caspert. In his original real-estate business; no. 

Mr. Simon. In his real-estate business? 

Mr. Caspert. No. 

Mr. Simon. But he is a partner in this John L. Hennessy Co., Man- 
hattantown division; isn't he? 

Mr. Caspert. He is. 

Mr. Simon. How much does he own ? 

Mr, Caspert. He don’t any. I don’t think he owns any of that. 
MHiat he done, he worked for John L. Hennessy. 

Mr. Simon. Isn’t he a partner also? 

Mr. Caspert. I don’t think he is. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know ? 

Mr. Caspert. I am quite sure he is not. 

Mr. Simon. Well, now, we are told that there is a partnership that 
runs this property, a real-estate partnei'ship under the name of John 
L. Hennessy Co., ManhattantoAvn division. We are told that it is a 
partnership; that Mr. Hennessy owns 10 percent, Mr. Hennessy ’s son 
.5 percent. Jack Ferman 35 percent, Kobert Olnick 25 percent, and that 
the remaining 25 percent is owned by Millstein, Feibush, and your 
son ; is that wrong? 

Mr. Caspert. No. If that is Avhat you have, it is correct, but I don’t 
remember. 

Mr. Simon. You didn’t remember that? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Then this is a different company, isn’t it, from the one 
that Hennessy runs in his own real -estate business and Avhich the city 
approved as the manager of this property? 

Mr. CAsraRT. Mr. Simon, I do not know who is in Hennessy Co., 
the other company you are talking about. I haven’t the least idea, 
but I do know my son is not in that company. 

Mr. Simon. And you do know that Ferman and Olnick and Millstein 
and Feibush are not in the company ? 

Mr. Caspert. I do not know that. Excuse me. I knew Feibush 
was not. 

Mr. Simon. Is there any doubt in your mind but Avhat Ferman and 
Olnick are not partners of Hennessy in his regular real-estate business? 

Mr. Caspert. I don’t know. I know they all do business together. 
I don’t know whether they are partners in the business but they do 
individual business, I presume. 
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Mr. SiMOx. You really say you can't tell us? 

Mr. Casper’I’. That is tlie honest truth under oath, that I do not 
know who is in Plennessy Co. 

Mr. Simon. Senator, may we digress just long enough to ask Mr. 
Qliiick if he is a partner in the other liennessy Co. ( Are you a 
partner in the Jlennessy real-estate business? 

Mr. Olnick. You are talking about the otlier John L. Hennessy 
Co. ? 1 am not a partner in that business but I do own real estate with 
Mr. John L. Hennessy. 

Mr. Simon. You are not a partner of John L. Hennessy Heal Estate 
Co.? 

Mr. Olnick. No. 

Mr. Simon. You are a partner to the tune of 221/2 percent in the 
Manhattantown division ? 

Mr. Olnick. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. He is not a partner of Hennessy's regular real-estate 
business ? 

Mr. Olnick. I don’t believe he is. 

Mr. Simon. You do know, I take it, Mr. Caspert, it was the John 
L. Hennessy Co. and not John L. Hennessy Manhattantown division 
that was the company the city approved as the management agent; is 
that right? 

Mr. (h\sPERT. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Now the management agent, this Manhattantown divi- 
sion, Hennessy Co., collects 5 percent of the gross rents; is that right? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And- that has amounted to about $153,000 so far, 
hasn’t it? 

.Mr. (Jaspert. I believe; if that is what the record shows, that is 
correct. 

Mr. Simon. And of that money, approximately $119,000 has been 
paid out to the stockholders' of Manhattantown, whom I just read, as 
partners in that Manhattantown division. Hennessy Co. ? 

Mr. (h\spERT. 1 don’t know if they were stockholders, unless the 
record shows as such. 

Ml’. Simon. What about your son, Herbert Caspert; is he a stock- 
holder in Manhattantown? 

Mr. Caspert. Yes. 

Mr. SiuMON. Through you? 

Mr. Caspert. Through me. 

Mr. Sjmon. He got $4,241 out of the Hennessy Co., Manhattantown 
division, didn’t he ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is not correct. My son earned $101 for 2 years. 

Mr. Simon. I am not talking about what he earned. I am talking 
about what w’as paid as his share of .the partnersliip income of this 
so-called Hennessy Co. 

Mr. Caspert. He may have drawn the money on account, but 
there is a loss, I believe — I don’t remember correctly, but the records 
i^ould show, where my son earned $101 over a period of 2. years. 

Mr. Simon. Do you deny he was- paid $4,241.92 out of that Hennessy 
Manhattantown Division partnership ? 

Mr. Caspert. I don’t think he was paid it. I think he drew it. 

Mr. Simon. He drew it? 

Mr. Caspert. Yes. 
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Mr. Simon. He f?ot the money, in any event ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. That was a part of $119,584.82 that was divided be- 
tween Ferman, Olnick, the two Hennessy’s, Millstein, your son, Fei- 
biish, and his wife ? 

Mr. Caspert. That may be. 

Mr. Simon. All right. Now, this Hennessy Manhattantowii Di- 
vision that was supposed to be the real-estate managers here; how 
many employees did they have ? 

Mr. Caspert. I don’t remember, but I do Iniow that 

Mr. Simon, Did they have two employees? 

Mr. Caspert. That Manhattantown charged them besides their 
regular payroll. I think Manhattantown charged the real-estate 
company $1,000 a month for expenses that may have been inter- 
mingled there because it was a close operation. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat you are saying .there, if I understand you, is that 
Manhattantown hired Hennessy to manage the property? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And then Manhattantown did at least part of Hen- 
nessy’s work, if not most of it? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. For which Hennessy then paid $1,000 a month back? ' 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Isn’t it also a fact that that $1,000 a month deal was 
arranged only after the Government investigated this property, and 
was then arranged retroactively? 

Mr. Caspert. No. 

Mr. Simon. Are you certain of that ? 

Mr. Caspert. Certain of that. There was discussion for years. 

Mr. Simon. Regardless of the discussions, which, of course, are a 
matter be, tween yourselves, when was the first book entry made on 
that $1,000 a month ? 

Mr. Caspert. I do not know, because I am not a bookkeeper or 
accountant. 

Mr. Simon. If I told you the first book entiy was made on March 
29, 1954, would say that was wrong? 

Mr. Caspert. No. I won’t say it is wrong if .that is the book 
entry. 

Mr. Simon. The book entry, then, did that retroactively for 21 
months ? 

Mr. Caspert. That may be. 

Mr. Simon. By paying $21,000, March 29, 1954? 

Mr. Caspert. That may have been. 

Mr. Simon. That may have been ? 

Mr. Caspert. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. As a matter of fact, I am told it was. 

Mr. Caspert. If that is the record, that is what it is. 

Mr. Simon. And March 29 was shortly after investigators from 
HHFA came up here to check the project? 

Mr. Caspert. I don’t remember exactly when they came in but it was 
around that time. 

Mr. Simon. I am told it is exactly the same date ; is that right? 

Mr. Caspert. It is possible. 
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Hr. Simon. Now did the Manliattantown enter into a contract with 
Ferman, called Ferman Builders, to do some construction work? 

Mr. Caspbrt. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And how many — what is the work that F erman Builders 
is supposed to do ? 

Mr. Caspert. Well, they are supposed to supervise tlie entire con- 
struction of the new project, the new buildings. 

Mr. Simon. That hasn’t started yet? 

Mr. Caspert. No. 

Mr. Simon. What else is Ferman Builders sup>posed to do? 

Mr. Caspert. They were also supposed to take care of the prelimi- 
nary work with the city departments its to relocating water mains, and 
all untilities, and taking care of their demolition contracts, and so 
forth. 

Mr. Simon. Without going into the details, the contract provides for 
a great number of duties to be performed by Ferman Builders, a lot of 
work; is that right? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. For that, h erman Builders is paid $25,000 a year, or 
$2,080 a month ; is that right ? 

Mr. Caspert. Until the time of actual construction starts. 

Mr. Simon. Then it goes up ? 

Mr. Caspert. Then it goes up, but not to exceed the sum of the 
entire project, $275,000. 

Mr. Simon. And at this time, though, Ferman Builders gets $25,000 
a year, and so far has gotten about $42,000 ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. That is correct ? • 

•Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. How many employees does Ferman Builders have ? 

Mr. Caspert. That I can’t tell you, but I know they run an office of 
four rooms. 

Mr. Simon. Are you sure of that? 

Mr. Caspert. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Isn’t that Jack Ferman ’s own office? 

Mr. Caspert. That is where Ferman Builders are. 

Mr. Simon. They happen to occupy or be located there ? 

Mr. Caspert. No. I think Ferman Builders office, and occupies a 
desk there. 

Mr. Simon. Are you certain of that? 

Mr. Caspert. I believe so. I don’t know their setup. 

Mr. Simon. Does Ferman Builders pay any part of the rent ? 

Mr. Caspert. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know how many employees Ferman Builders 
has? 

Mr. Caspert. I see a couple of girls down there when I go down there.* 
Mr. Simon. Would you be surprised if I told you that the only 
employees the Ferman Builders had were Jack Ferman and his 
secretary ? 

Mr. Caspert. I would be surprised. 

Mr. Simon. You would be? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. That is actually what the record shows. They are the 
only two employees. 
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Mr. Rosenmax. Which record do you mean ? 

Mr. Simon. Their own books. And I might add that the checks 
their checkbook and tlieir disbursements show that the only two 
people who liave ever received any money are Mr. Fennan and his 
secretary. And his secretary has also been on the Manhattantown 
payroll, hasn’t she ? 

Mr. Caspert. Not that I know of. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know a girl named Lillian Ager ? 

Mr. Caspert. I do. 

Mr. Simon. Isn’t vshe Ferman's secretary? 

Mr. Caspert. She is. 

Mr. Simon. Hasn't she been on the Manhattantown payroll ? 

Mr. Caspert. Not to my knowledge. Maybe in the beginning, we 
had so many people on there. This was a colossal job, the first of its 
kind, and we got together as many people as we could the fii^st few 
months. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know whether Lillian Ager was on the Man- 
ila ttantown payroll ? 

Mr. Caspert. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. You know she is Fennan’s secretary ? 

Mr. Caspert. I do know. 

Mr. Simon. Your canceled checks show she got $1,307.(34. 

Mr. Caspert. She must have been on the payroll. 

Mr. Simon, Do you know whether .she was also on Ferman Buildei's 
payroll at the same time ? 

Mr. Caspert. I do not. 

Mr. Simon. Going back to this Manhattantown Division 

Mr. Caspert. Let me say on Ferman, as the work progressed, he 
was supposed to supply lots and lots of help there, as engineei's, and 
so forth. 

Mr. Simon. But so far, he has gotten $42,000 and the only employees 
of the company are Ferman and his secretary ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is news to me. 

Mr. Simon. Now going back to the Hennessy, Manhattantown 
Division Co.; what employees does it have? 

]\Ir. Caspert. I knew the}'^ had agents. 

Mr. Simon. What are the names of them? That are on their pay 
roll as distinguished 

]\Ir. Caspert. I don't know. The record wotdd show that. What- 
ever it is, I would be glad to give you the names. 

Mr. Simon. We could find only two people on the payroll of Hen- 
nessy at the present time and everything else 

Mr. Caspert. At the present tinie ? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. Caspert. That may be because there were a whole lot more 
agents in the beginning. 

Mr. Simon. At the present time Henne.ssy is getting 5 percent of 
the rents ; is that right ? 

Mr. Caspiort. Yes, but the rent went down so considerably now, it is 
practically half what it was originally. 

Mr. Simon. At the present time, the expenses of the Hennessy Co. 
are 20 or 25 percent of its income. 

Mr. Caspert. I don’t know too much about the operations of the 
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Hpiinessy department, Hemiessy account, because that is his own com- 
pany and I have nothing to do with it. 

^ Mr. Simon. This area, I take it, you know is larger than the Peter 
Cooper Village? 

Mr. Caspert. That I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. You didn’t know that. 

Jack Ferman is the president of this company, isn’t he? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Does he have a father named Isadore Ferman? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What is his business ? 

Mr. CyvspERT. A builder. 

Mr. SoioN. How long has he been in the building business? 

Mr. (IvsPERT. I heard of Ferman, I believe, away back in 1932. 

Mr. Simon. His office is at the same suite of rooms at 1775 Broad- 
way? 

ilr. Caspert. I believe so. 

Mr. Simon. Is he on the payroll of Manhattantown ? 

Mr. Caspert. I believe he was. 

Mr. Simon. He got $9,800, didn’t he? 

Mr. Caspert. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. He lives in California, doesn’t he? 

Mr. Caspert. No. 

Mr. Simon. Doesn’t he? 

Mr. Caspert. No. He is in California only the last few months, but 
he lived in New York for a long time. He has a daughter living in 
California. He goes to visit her. 

Mr. Simon. Is there an A. Ferman ? 

Mr. Caspert. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What does “A” stand for? 

Mr. C'aspert. I think Abraham. 

Mr. Simon. Is that Jack Ferman's brother? 

Mr. (’aspert. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Is he on the payroll of Manhattantown ? 

Mr. Caspert. He is our comptroller at Manhattantown. 

Mr. Simon. And he has been paid $30,588 ? 

Mr. ('ASPERT. For what period? 

Mr. Simon. To date. 

Mr. Caspert. To date. That may be. 

Mr. Simon. Are you on the payroll? 

Mr. C’aspert. I am. 

Mr. Si:\ioN. You have received $37,600 to date? 

Mr. C’aspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Has your wife been on the payroll? 

Mr. (’ ASPERT. No. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t she get $495 for something? Or is Clair Caspert 
your niece ? ^ 

Mr. (4\spert. My niece. 

Mr. Simon. She got $495 ? 

Mr. Caspert. She was a stenographer, the first 7 weeks, I think, and 
let her go. 

Mr. Simon. Is there an M. Todd? 

Mr. C’aspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Is that your nephew? 
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Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. He has been on the payroll ? 

Mr. Caspert. Yes. He was on the payroll for about 7 weeks, in the 
beginning, the first 7 weeks of the project. I 

Mr. Simon. Is it C. Parmet ? 

Mr. Caspert. Parmet? 

Mr. Simon. Parmet. 

Mr. Caspert. He is on the payroll. 

Mr. Simon. Silver is another one of the stockholders ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. He is on the payroll ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. $31,000? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What is his business? 

Mr. Caspert. Keal estate. 

Mr. Simon. Where is his office? 

Mr. Caspert. 1440 Broadway. 

Mr. Simon. Has he got an extensive real-estate business? 

Mr. Caspert. He has got quite a real-estate operation. 

Mr. Simon. You have a reasonably extensive real-estate operation 
yourself ? 

Mr. Caspert. I wouldn’t say extensive; moderate. 

Mr. Simon. Aren’t you also running the Pratt Institute project? 
Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. That is oyer in Brooklyn ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. That is another slum-clearance project? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Then Sol Leistner, he has a brother, does he, or a son, I 
Leistner? 

Mr. Caspert. That is his father, Isadore. 

Mr. Simon. Isadore is on the payroll ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. He has been paid about $34,000 ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct, and in charge of management. 

Mr. Simon. Then there is an I. Folkman; is he one of Leistner s 
people ? 

Mr. Caspert. I don’t remember him. 

Mr. Simon. You wouldn’t recall why he was on the payroll or why 
he got some money? 

Mr. Caspert. How much did he earn? 

Mr. Simon. I don’t know how much he earned, but he was paid 
$1,307. 

Mr. Caspert. He may have been in the beginning when they or- 
ganized the superintendents. There was about 150 to 200 superin- 
tendents to take care of these buildings. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat about J. Millstein; what relation is he to hind 
Mr. Caspert. It may be his son. I don’t know them. 

Mr. Simon. Is he on the payroll ? 

Mr. Caspert. Not unless the records show. 

Mr. Simon. The record does show he was on the payroll. 

Mr. Caspert. Then he was on. 

Mr. Kessler. He is one of the stockholders ? 
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Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. What about Max Becker ; was he on tlie payroll ? 

Mr. Caspert. I believe he was. 

Mr. Simon. What did Max do ? 

Mr. Caspert. If I remember correctly, Max was with the Kessler’s, 
and he took care of these violations that I spoke about l^fore. He 
would be the contact man between the building and housing depart- 
juent and Mr. Kessler. 

Mr. Simon. He was actualljr working for Mr. Kessler; wasn’t he? 

Mr. Caspert. No. He was inspecting and searching the violation 
for Manhattantown, but he would give liis information to, I believe, 
Mr. Kessler, who would give it to us. 

Mr. Simon. He got $17,000. Do you know whether he kept that 
money ? 

Mr. Caspert. That I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know what he did with the money ? 

Mr. Caspert. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You would be surprised, would you, if he didn’t keep it ? 

Mr. Caspert. I would or maybe not. There may be circumstances 
attached that I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. Mittinan — was he on the payroll? I am sorry — ^Fei- 
bush ; was he on the payroll ? 

Mr. Caspert. I think he was there for a short period. 

Mr. Simon. Landau had two people with him named Zimilus and 
Weiss ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Were they each on the payroll ? 

Mr. Caspert. I believe Zimilus was. I don’t remember Weiss. If 
it is on the record, he must have been on the payroll. 

Mr. Simon. They each got $8,300. 

Mr. Caspert. They were both on the payroll then. 

Mr. Simon. Is there any reason, Mr. Caspert, why the amount of 
money that various people got was in direct relation to the investment 
they had in the company ? 

Mr. Caspert. There is no such thing. It was only for services per- 
formed. 

Mr. Simon. We find one case where there were two people, one of 
them put in exactly twice as much as the other, and the man who put 
in twice as much got paid exactly twice as much; is that just coin- 
cidence ? 

Mr. Caspert. That may be, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Just coincidence? 

Mr. Caspert. That may be. 

Mr. Simon. The total salaries paid to stockholders and their rela- 
tives totals $221,000; is that about right? 

Mr. Caspert. For a period of 2 years; is that right? 

Mr. Simon. That is about right. 

Mr. Caspert. I believe so. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have a nephew named Todd ? 

Mr. Caspert. I do. 

Mr. Simon. Where does he work ? 

. Mr. Caspert. He works for his father-in-law in a children’s cloth- 
store. 

Mr. Simon. What are his hours working for his father-in-law ? 
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Mr. Caspbrt. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. Nine to' four? 

Mr. Caspert. I believe it is full time. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t he previously work for his own father? 

Mr. Caspert. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat business is his father in ? 

Mr. Caspert. His father has ladies specialty shops on 116th 
Street. 

Mr. Simon. What were his hours when he worked for his father! 

Mr. Caspert. His own hours, if I remember. 

Mr. Simon. He said his hours were 9 to 4 ; would you say that is 
wrong? 

Mr. Caspert. He was there 10 o’clock at night sometimes when he 
used to keep the store open. He had his own hours. It was his own 
father’s business. 

Mr. Simon. The point I meant was he worked for his father 9 to 4 
and I have no doubt later many times, and he came around to Man- 
hattantown for a relatively few minutes after 4 o’clock. 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. He was on the payroll of Manhattantown ? 

Mr. Caspert. Yes, for 7 weeks. At that time we didn’t realize what 
we got into. It was such a colossal job we were glad to get anybody 
come to help us, even, in the beginning. 

Mr. Simon. If they even only spent a few minutes after 4 o’clock? 

Mr. Caspert. I wouldn’t say a few minutes. A lot of our group used 
to stay there until 1 or 2 in the morning. 

Mr. Simon. Todd got there after 4 o’clock ? 

Mr. Caspert. That may have been. He may have spent 3 or 4 hours, 
I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. You were the manager — ^you were the main man in 
Apartment Equipment Bentals, weren’t you ? 

Mr. Caspert. What was the question ? 

Mr. Simon, Were you the main man behind Apartment Equipment 
Rentals ? 

Mr. Caspert. What do you mean “behind” ? 

Mr. Simon. Were you the man who managed it, did the work? 

Mr. Caspert. I did most of of the work for them. 

Mr. Simon. You did most of the work ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. When was Apartment Equipment Rentals set up? 

Mr. Caspert. Sometime in December of 1952. 

Mr. Simon. And do you recall — Apartment Equipment Rentals 
purchased the stoves and iceboxes in this project and leased them to 
Manhattantown ; isn’t that right? 

Mr. Caspert. Manhattantown purchased the personal property and 
Apartment Equipment agreed to take over the purchase contract at 
whatever price Manhattantown paid for it. - 

Mr. Simon. Right. 

Now Apartment Equipment Rentals was formed in December of 
1952; is that right? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know whether the first entry on the books of 
Apartment Equipment Rentals was the receipt of $39,881.21 from 
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Manhattantown for rent for this equipment during the period from 
August to December ? 

* Mr. Caspert. That may be, 

Mr. Simon. So the very day they were organized, they got paid 
$38,000 in back rent for this equipment; is that right? 

Mr. Caspert. They assumed tne responsibility from September 1, 
when the responsibility was in effect, in 1952, and they were paid for 
3:^ or 4 months. 

Mr. Simon. They were paid for 3^ or 4 months rent before they 
were even in existence? 

Mr. Caspert. Oh, no. The papers may have been drawn. It took 
that long a time to formulate this contract, but Apartment Equipment 
assumed the responsibility to maintain and purchase all this propw^ty 
as of September 1, when the former owners would come in and claim 
from that day on. 

Mr. Simon. They agreed to that on December 16 ? 

Mr. Caspert. No. They agreed to it from September 1, until De- 
cember 16, until they actually formulated. 

Mr. Simon. The agreement was signed on December 16? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right, 

Mr. Simon. That very day they got $38,000 in rents? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. All of the equipment had only cost $33,000; is that 
riffht^ 

Mr. Caspert. Yes, but there was a verv big responsibility there. 

Mr. Simon. How big a responsibility? 

Mr. Caspert. Half a million, three-quarters of a million dollars. 

Mr. Simon. Kesponsibility ? 

• Mr. Caspert. Yes. 


Mr. Simon. Isn’t it a fact, Mr. Caspert, that what happened is 
Apartment Equipment Rental Co. was formed on December 16. It 
later purchased irom Manhattantown this equipment that Manhattan- 
town had paid $33,000 for, that for a period of 1 year it leasedThat 
equipment to Manhattantown and got rental income from it; at the 
end of the year it sold the equipment back to Manhattantown for the 
same $33,000 that it paid for it, and in the meantime, it had collected 
rent from Manhattantown in a large enough amount so that after 
paying all of its expenses, there was $115,326.37 left over to be dis- 
tributed to the partners in Manhattantown ? 

Hr. Caspert. That may be. 

Mr. Simon. That is a fact, isn’t it? 

Mr. Caspert. I believe that is a fact, yes. 

Mr. Simon. Isn’t it also a fact that the only investment the partners 
made in Apartment Equipment Rental was $11,600 that they paid into 
the partnership in February 1953? 

Mr. Caspert. That is not correct. They borrowed $20,000 from the 
Irade Bank in which they assumed personal obligation and they also 
a^umed, and they gave us a statement, I believe, that they were worth 
ij>200,000, so that if there were any liability there, that they were re- 
^P^sible people to deal with. 

There is no question the partnership did borrow the 
$20,000, but the only money they put up of their own was $11,000? 

Mr. Caspert. No. They put up the $20,000 they borrowed. 
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Mr. Simon. Twenty thousand dollars they borrowed, $11,000 of 
their own money they put up; is that right? 

Mr. Caspert. I don’t laiow how you figure, sir, but I know if l 
borrow $20,000, it is my $20,000. 

Ml'. Simon. 1 am not quarreling. The $20,000 and $11,000 is the 
only money that was put up ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. That was put up after the partners had withdraTm 
$29,950 from the partnership ; isn’t that right ? 

Mr. Caspert. I believe that is correct. 

Mr, Simon. So that even taking your figure of $31,000, that was 
put up only after they had already drawn down $29,950 ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. And the fact is that after 1 year’s operations, they sold 
the equipment back to Manhattantown for exactly tlie same price they 

S aid for it, and tliey took home $115,326 after paying back the $20,000 
ank loan and after reimbursing themselves for the $11,000 tiiey 
put in? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct. That may also apply, we paid the 
insurance company $80,000 for insurance. I don’t know if they paid 
out 10 cents in claims and liability. These boys only insured Man- 
hattantown against any liability that may arise, because we were 
faced with a serious problem. I have here a stack of letters from 
lawyers demanding that — this is only a few of them, besides the per- 
sonal appearances of the former owners of the builders asking us $100, 
$150 for refrigerators, asking us $6 a month rent for refi'igeratoi's. 

Mr. SikoN. It was Manhattantown that bought the refrigerators, 
iceboxes, and stoves, wasn’t it? 

Mr. Caspert. Yes; they bought them 

Mr. Simon. Sold them to the partnership for $33,000, and at tlie 
end of the year the partnership sold them back for $33,000 ? 

Mr. Caspert. Manhattantown bought them only for convenience 
because Manhattantown had in their contract that they would re- 
purchase them at the end of the year at the cost and being I am in thiit 
business since 1927, and I am a merchandise man, I Iniew how to buy 
this stuff at the lowest price and they had confidence in me. 

Mr. Simon. You were secretary of Manhattantown? 

Mr. Caspert. That is coiTect. 

Mr. Simon. You did the work for Apartment Equipment Rental 
Co.* is that right? 

Mr. Caspert. Most of it. 

Mr. Simon. Wlio was supposed to be the head of Apartment Equip- 
ment Rental? • 

Mr. Caspert. Ted Mittman. 

Mr. Simon. Is he any relation to you ? 

Mr. Caspert. My son-in-law. 

Mr. Simon. He just came around once a week or so and you actually 
did the work? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. He looked over the contracts, and he 
passed on them, and 

Mr. Simon. How much did he get paid for being the head of it? 
Mr. Caspert. He got paid more than anybody else. The reason 
was that this was my idea, and as long ns it was my idea, I wanted to 
see that my son-in-law got a better break than anybody else. 
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Mr. Simon. You were not a partner? 

Mr. Caspert. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. But your son-in-law was a partner? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. He got something like $13,000 more than the others? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You did all the work? 

Mr. Caspert. I wouldn’t say all the work. I done most of the work. 

Mr. Simon. He came around once a week and looked tilings over, 
and spent half an hour or so ? 

Mr. Caspert. I wouldn’t say a half hour ; 4 hours, half a day. 

Mr. Simon. Once a week? 

Mr. Caspert. Maybe twice a week in the beginning, while thino-s 
were going on. ^ 

Mr. Kosenman. Mr. Simon, may I suggest that the record is very 
vague about what this Apartment Equipment Rental Co. was and 
that the witness ought to be permitted to state what it was, so that 
tlie Senator will understand what it is, and at least explain his liability 
that he claims would run to a half million dollars. This record un- 
less ’ 


Mr. Simon. Would you like to put a copy of the contract into the 
record ? 

Mr. Rosenman. No. I would like the witness to be given an oppor- 
tunity to explain what he meant by saying that this money, they car- 
ried a liability, as he called it, an insurance, and as he said, it ran 
from a half million to $760,000. Otherwise, the record looks, the way 

you put it, as though all they did was to withdraw money and furnish 
nothing for it. 

The witness tried to explain this was an insurance policy, and very 
often insurance companies draw premiums and don’t pay anythin^. 

I would respectfully request that he be given an opportunity to explam 
what he meant. ^ 


Mr. Simon I will be very happy to. Mr. Caspert, what did these 
people do besides take out $115.000i 

Mr. Caspisit. Well, I will give it to you from the beginning. On 
^ptember 1, or on or about that time, of lO.’iS. when we acquired 
Uie property, we were on the assumption, or at least I was, that when 
you buy property you have got i^e personal property, it is the same 
»s It 1 bought an ordinary building. I don’t pay extra for the re- 
fticerators and ranges in the building. We found out immediately 

fl nil Cl ^ j-lU-l h . « J * XT- * n ^ s, they came into 

Ma hattantown, demandmg their personal property. I sent them 

Hack to the city of New York and the city of New York told them 
realTf^ ^ condemned was the 

pwoTiafproper^** *^®"' 

vItT a fino f^n-.refrigerators— it amounted to, 

wLu . 3,800 prime tenants in this particular area. That 

wmild mean that we had about 3.000 to 3,500 refrigerators 3 OOO to 
’ besides, we furnished rooming houses, thatTese^ 
1 .1 be e'li' nj the street if we didn’t take over the furniture 

I thei^fore figured that if the demands of $100 for refrigerator or 
ouncl that price, and $50 for ranges, would run into a large sum of 
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money, over $500,000, maybe $750,000. We also figured that we would 
have to maintain these refrigerators. 

That is the way this Apartment Equipment came about. I got 
hold of — I brought it up at the directors’ meeting and there were 6 
of us that sided with me, that Manhattantown should operate this 
particular department, and 4 directors were against it. 

They said that the responsibility was much greater than what I 
pictured, and therefore they did not w^ant to take the chance of Man- 
hattantown operating because there was no telling how much of a 
liability we would entail there. 

Mr. Simon. The fact is you did buy the refrigerators for $33,000‘ 
is that right ? ’ 

Mr. Caspert, Only while Apartment Equipment Co. was being 
formed. Then we bought them. 

Mr. Simon. Apartment Equipment was formed in December; is 
that right? 

Mr. Caspert. Yes, but as I told you before, it fomulated from 
August 29 to 

Mr. Simon. But Apartment Equipment liental wasn't formed 
until December ; is that right? 

Mr. Caspert. Well 

Mr. Simon. December 16, to be exact ? 

Mr. Caspert. The papers were signed in December ; that is correct 

Mr. Simon. Between August and December, Manhattantown itself 
acquired the refrigerators and stoves for $33,000 ? 

Mr. Caspert, That is right. Apartment Equipment group said they 
would assume the responsibility from September 1. 

Mr. Simon. Before Apartment Equipment Rental partnership was 
ever created, before the papers were signed, Manhattantowm had ac- 
quired the property for $33,000, and it then turned it over for $33,000, 
and at the end of the year, the partnership got its $33,000 back, and 
$115,000 profit? 

Mr. Caspert, Yes, but during September, or August 29, 1952,. to 
December 16, when the papers were signed, Ted Mittman came in 
every week and looked over the contracts. It was just as though tlie 
Xiapers were signed. 

Mr. Simon. 1 gather 

Mr. Caspert. You should also note that as far 

Mr. Rosenman. May I suggest he was in the midst of his explana- 
tion. 

Mr. Simon. I thought he had finished. 

Mr. Rosenman. He wafe in the midst when you interrupted. 

Senator Bush. Proceed where you left off there, the formation of 
the company took place in December. 

Mr. Caspert. We found ourselves with a liability facing us of ap- 
proximately 3,500 refrigerators and 3,500 ranges, and in this particu- 
lar area, 60 percent of those were the gas refrigerators, wliich have 
been since condemned by 'the city of New York and you are not 
allowed to use them anymore, because of the carbon monoxide that 
may form and some people died from it, and therefore they were out- 
lawed. We were faced with a very serious problem. At the directoi’S 
meeting I got together with six of the directors who sided with me and 
said that we should — Manhattantown — should operate this particular 
department, and not give it out to anybody. 
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The other four directors said no. They didn’t agree with me and 
they thought that I was minimizing the liability. 

Mr. Simon. You have gone over that once before, haven’t you? 

Mr. Caspert. Yes. 

Senator Busir. Let him finish his story. 

Mr. Caspert. I am coming to it now. 

At that time I said that anybody — first, I went out and I tried 
to call up on the telephone different refrigerator companies to find 
out what they would charge us to rent refrigerators, what they would 
charge us to rent ranges, and the prices were very high. In fact, 
out of 10 c alls, there was only 1 person that was willing to rent refrig- 
erators and ranges in a large quantity as we wanted. There were 
people who would rent you 1 or 2 for an individual house. I finally 
got hold of somebody out in Kockaway, and he wanted $30 for 10 
weeks, to rent refrigerators. 

He didn’t have as many as we would need because we wanted to be 
prepared in case the former owners took these refrigerators or ranges 
out of the buildings, and we said, “Go ahead and take them, they are 
yours. Take them out. We don’t want to buy them.” 

I wanted to be sure I had somebody who would come in and replace 
thern immediately and we would like to know what our cost would be. 

l\ell, when I brought that back to the meeting, again those four 
directors decided against it. So then I asked the directors that were 
for it, I said, “Have you got any friends, relatives, or anybody in 
this particular business that we can induce, that would want to come 
along in a certain business like this; the risk is there but as far as 
I am concerned, I think the risk is not as big as they make it, and 
therefore I suggested to my son-in-law’ that if he had some money to 
invest, lie clidn t have to invest too much, and he would sign an agi’ee- 
ment whereby he w^ould take part of the responsibility, to take the 
entire liability off of Manhattantowm ; that there would be a chance 
to make some money here. 

They could just as w^ell have lost money, but it turned out that it 
was a good proposition. 

Kentalsr formed this company. Apartment Equipment 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Busit. They took over the property? 

Mr. Caspert. They bought this property. 

Senator Bush. For $33,000? 

Mr. Caspert. I don’t know’ 

Senator Bush. Approximately. 

Mr. Caspert. Approximately $33,000, that is right. 

Senator Busir. They stayed in business? 

Mr. Caspert. They rented this back to Manhattantown at a figure 

IT V supposed to be negotiated at the end of—renegotiated at the 

than! ^ Juonths, and that at the end of 1 year, a recapture clause, 

Si f Manhattantown thought they had too good a deal, 

thLsp recapture this contract and do it 

memseh es. That is ]ust what happened. 

senator Bush. That is what they did? 

Mr. Caspert. Yes. 


■*, • JL. VJO* 

OTOr^wroo it? because these people had made 
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Mr. Caspert. That is right. Then Manhattantown knew at that 
time that their liability is set. They knew just about where they are 
going. Therefore, they all got all — all of us got together and decided 
this IS the time. These fellows made enough money out of that par- 
ticular department. We will take it over and operate it ourselves. 

Mr. Rosenman. I think, Senator, the record should show and I think 
Mr. Simon will agree with me, that this $33,000 was not for all tlie 
refrigerators. They were only for the refrigerators that the people 
came in and demanded and we had to buy them. There are hundreds, 
maybe thousands of them still left where the title is in doubt, whether 
they have been abandoned or whether the owners of the building still 
own these refrigerators which were never bought. 

In other words, Manhattantown saw the OAvners were not coming in 
to demand them and therefore the liability would not reach the heights 
tliat was originally contemplated and therefore they canceled the 
contract. 

The $33,000, Mr. Simon, I think you will agree does not cover all 
the refrigerators. 

Mr. Simon. Certainly. I want to make sure the record is clear. 
On the refrigerators we are talking about the agreement was signed 
on December 16, 1952, which was alter the liability for those refriger- 
a, tors had been fixed ; as of the day of signing the agreement they got 
$29,950 for back rentals, and the most capital they ever invested was 
$11,600 of their own money and $20,000 they had borrowed and that 
didn’t come into the company until after they had previously received 
the $29,950 of withdrawals. Wlien the project was over, they had 
received total rents for the leasing of the refrigerators, of $157,636.22, 
and after repaying the $20,000 they borrowed, and after repaying the 
$11,600 of capital they advanced, and after paying all the other obli- 
gations in connection with the project, they had $115,326.37 to dis- 
tribute to the partners ; is that right ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right, which it turned out to be a good business 
and we thought we would take it back again. 

Mr. Simon. The partners of the equipment rental company included 
Theordore Mittman, your son-in-law, Herbert Caspert, your soil, 
Cynthia Torgo, who is your daughter ? 

Mr. Caspert. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What is she? 

Mr. Caspert. Nothing to me. 

Mr. Simon. Wliose daughter is she ? 

Mr. Caspert. I believe Nathan Silver’s. 

Mr. Simon. He is a stockholder? 

Mr. Caspert. He is a stockholder. 

Mr. Simon. It includes her husband, Eugene Torgo ? 

Mr. Caspert. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Who is the husband of Cynthia and son-in-law of 
Silver ? 

Mr. Caspert. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. It included Charles Feibush, who Avas a stockholder; 
is that right? 

Mr. Caspert. That is the only stockholder in the entire Apart- 
ment Equipment was Charles Feibush. 

Mr. Simon. Everybody who was a partner of Apartment Equip- 
ment Rental was a relative of one of the stockholders ? 
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Mr. Caspert. I explained to you before that I gave this 

Hr. Simon. Mr. Caspert, isn’t that true ? 

Hr. Caspert. Yes ; but I would like to explain it, because instead of 
going out and getting outside contractors, which was a problem, and 
we couldn’t do it, I went to these six directors and I said “Have you 
got a relative, friend, or anybody in the business that you would like 
to take a chance on this particular thing?” And that is what they 
did. Each one brought in somebody else. 

Mr. Kosenman. I think, Mr. Simon, the record shows that four of 
the stockholder directors would have nothing to do with this because 
they felt the risk was too high. Mr. Silver testified to that. 

Hr. Simon. I think the record will show, Judge, and we are going to 
get to it in a few minutes, that on these different projects different 
people got cut in for a piece of different things but when it was all over 
everybody got a ride on one of the horses. 

Mr. Rosenman. The testimony was, and I think this witness testi- 
fied, too, that four of them didn’t want to ride this horse, as you say, 
because the liability was too gi’eat. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Caspert, Fred Landau is another one of the stock- 
holders? 

Mr. Caspert. I believe he is ; yes. 

Mr. Simon. And he has been paid $48,847 for auditing work ? 

Ml*. Caspert. For accounting and auditing ; yes. 

Mr. Simon. And S. J. Kesder & Sons is an architectural firm of 
which Marvin Kessler is a partner? 

Mr. Caspert. I believe so. 

Mr. Simon. Melville Kessler is a stockholder in Manhattantown? 

Mr. Caspert. I believe he is. 

Mr. Simon. There isn’t any doubt about it ; is there ? 

Mr. Caspert. I don’t think so. 

Ml*. Simon. He is one of your original 10 stockholders; isn’t he? 

Mr. Caspert. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. He received $9,000 for doing some architectural work? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. In addition, he has a contract with the project to get 
percent of the cost of constructing the new building for doing 
the architectural work on them: is that right? 

Mr. Caspert. No. I don’t tnink it is percent. I think it is a 
quarter percent. 

Mr. Simon. My understanding is it is percent. 

Mr. Caspert. One and a quarter. 

Mr. Simon. I am right? 

Mr. Caspert. Yes ; 1^. 

Mr. Simon. His contract, if it is a $30 million building, he would 

get $375,000? 

Mr. Caspert. Something like that. 

Mr. Simon. One and a quarter percent of the cost of the building 
for doing the architectural work ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Ferman Builders, Inc., has a contract to act as the 
general contractor on the buildings ; is that right ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Simon. And are they to get percent, but not to exceed 

v-iio,000? 
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Mr. Caspert. That is right, for the completion of the entire project 

Mr. Simon. Those are firm contracts, are they ? 

Mr. Caspert. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Robert Olnick is a stockholder; is that right? 

Mr. Caspert. I don’t think so. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Simon. Isn’t Robert Olnick a stockholder in Manhattantownl 

Mr. Caspert. No. 

Mr. Simon. He isn’t? 

Mr. Caspert. No, I don’t think so. 

Mr. Simon. Don’t the stockbooks show he is? 

Mr. Caspert. No. 

Mr. Simon. As I understand this, you have 10 people, each of whom 
is a syndicate manager for a group of investors ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You are one of them, you have so many shares of stock, 
and you have got a number of people to whom you sublet, so to speak, 
your interest? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Isn’t Mr. Olnick one of those people who was originally 
in it, and who sublet his interest to friends ana relatives of his? 

Mr. Caspert. No. I don’t think so. If I said “Yes” before, I want 
to correct myself. I believe that group is Harold Nodell. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t Olnick bring that deal into the picture? 

Mr. Caspert. I don’t remember who brought him in. I do kno\r 
he was in the group. 

Mr. Simon. Olnick is the one who brought in that deal, Fred Made, 
Nansky, Block, Block & Block? 

Mr. Caspert. Maybe as an attorney. I don’t think he brought them 
in as a stockholder. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t— 

Mr. Caspert. He was an attorney. 

Mr. Simon. But didn’t Olnick or wiisn't Olnick one of your original 
group who turned out to sublet his whole 10 percent but who brought 
in these people I have just mentioned? 

Mr. Caspert. That I don’t knovr. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know that? 

Mr. Caspert. No. Harold Nodell was a stockholder in that par- 
ticular group ? 

Mr. Simon. I appreciate that, but isn't he one of Olnick’s sub 
holders ? 

Mr. Simon. I won’t say he is a subholder. I think he is a client of 
Olnick’s. ^ 

Mr. Rosenman. Mr. Olnick is here. 

Mr. Simon. I understand. I was trying to shorten this. 

Mr. Caspert. You can’t shorten it with me because I don’t Imow 
that particular group. 

Mr. Simon. Who brought that group into the picture? 

Mr. Caspert. Olnick brought them in as an attorney. 

Mr. Simon. Exactly. Olnick has received $26,000 for legal services 
from Manhattantown ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. And that is in addition to the fees paid the law firm of 
Rosenman, Goldmark, Collin & Kay ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 
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Mr. Simon. Those fees totaled $260,000, on an 8-year contract; is 

thatri<?ht? 

Mr. Caspert. Over a period of 8 years. 

Mr. Simon. There is a written contract for a quarter of a million 
dollai's fee payable over an 8-year period. 

Mr. Caspert. I don’t think it is a quarter of a million. 

Mr. Rosenman. $250,000. You are not implying we have received 
that amount? 

Mr. Simon. No, sir; payable over 8 years, Judge. 

Mr. Rosenman. Eight years’ service ? 

Mr. Simon. Yes; a written contract calling for payment of, isn’t it, 
$250,000 ? 

Mr. Rosenman. For 8 years' services. 

Mr. Simon. Payable over 8 years for an 8 years' services? 

Mr. Rosenman. Yes. Tlnit comes to an average of $30,000 a year. 
Mr. Simon. Now, Mr. Caspert, I show you the application which 
Jack Ferman filed with the Federal Housing Administration for an 
FHA-insured mortgage on the first building to be built on this proj- 
ect and ask you if you have ever seen that before. 

Mr. Caspert. No ; I have never seen it. 

Mr. Simon. You have never seen that before ? 

Mr. Caspert. Never. 

Mr. Simon. Would you look at the last page, please, and tell me 
if that is the signature of J ack Ferman ? Do you find the place ? 

Mr. Caspert, Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Is that Jack Ferman’s signature? 

Mr. Caspert. It looks like Ferman’s. I don't know his signature 
to the dot. It is familiar. 

Mi\ Simon. Is there any doubt in your mind, Mr. Caspert, but that 
is his signature ? 

Mr. Caspert. No doubt. It looks like his signature. 

Mr. Simon. There is no doubt but that his signature and that 
IS an authentic photostat of the document he filed ? 

Mr . Caspert. I can’t say there is no doubt. It looks like his 
signature. 

Mr. Simon. Have you ever heard anybody discuss the filing of such 
an application? , 

Mr. Caspert. Yes. There was talk about it. 

Mr. Simon. You never saw it, though? 

Mr. Caspert. No, sir. The first time I saw it. 

Mr. Simon. Would you look at the third page and tell me what 
Mr. Ferman told the Federal Housing Administration was the square- 
foot value of the land; at the bottom of the first column on page 3? 

1 think you will find $15 and some pennies per square foot. 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon, Do you find that? 

Mr. Caspert. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What is that? $15.21 a square foot? 

Mr. Caspert. Per square foot. 

Mr. Simon. That is what he said was the value of this land? 

Mr. Caspert. Yes, sir; cleared land. 

Mr. Simon. When the city of New York sold you this land, do you 
TOW how much they valued the land at? ^ 

Mr. Caspert. I don’t recollect, sir. 
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Mr. Simon. Mr. Ferman testified in Washington, on July 8, 1954 
and I am reading from page 1447 of the transcript, that “the actual 
purchase price was $3.54 a square foot,” and that the city had valued 
the land after clearance at $4.50 a square foot, and the difference, of 
course, is that million dollars’ credit for demolition. 

Mr. Caspert. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. His testimony is that the city’s value of the land was 
$4.50 a square foot, and tliat }mu actually paid $3.54 a square foot after 
getting the credit. Can you give us any explanation of why the city 
should value the land at $4.50 a square foot, and Mr. Ferman shouli 
value it at $15.21 a square foot? 

Mr. Caspert. There are a lot of problems that came up here- 
relocation cost more 

Mr. Simon. Relocation has nothing to do with the value of the 
land; does it? 

Mr. Caspert. It does. It all goes into cost. 

Mr. Simon. We are not talking about cost. We are talking about 
value of land. 

Mr. Caspert. That will bring the value of the land up. We are 
going to take our actual cost and then value the land by that. 

Mr. Simon. I don’t understand that cost has anything to do with 
value, Mr. Caspert. 

Mr. Caspert. That is my figure. I mean, whatever it will cost us 
that is what we expect 

Mr. Simon. The city’s total figure for the value of the land was 
roughly $4,100,000; is that right? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right.* 

Mr. Simon. If you multiply that $4.50 a square foot by the total 
square footage you get the city’s value of $4,100,000. 

Mr. Caspert. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And by the same process you get a valuation of $14 
million as the value of the land based on Mr. Ferman’s estimate? 

Mr. Caspert. Well, I think that if you will read this whole state- 
ment, I see there is a lot of other figures on that. That may give 
you a clear picture of how he come to $15.21. I personally would not 
know anything about it. 

Mr. Simon. Well, the city valued the land at $4,100,000? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Ferman value it at a square-foot figure which 
comes out to $14 million. 

Mr. Caspert. According to this application, that is so. 

Mr. Simon. And you have no explanation of how that happened! 

Mr. Caspert. No. I don*t go into that part of it. 

Mr. Simon. If you will look on the same application, Mr. Caspert, 
about the middle of the same column, you will find an estimate for 
architect’s fees for this building. Do you find that? 

Mr. Caspert. Not yet. 

Mr. Simon. There is a pencil mark there. 

Mr. Caspert. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What is the amount that the application estimates as 
architect’s fees ? Is it 5 percent ? 

Mr. Caspert. Five percent, that is correct. 

Mr. Simon. What is the date of that application? 

Mr. Caspert. December 18, 1953. 
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Mr. Simon. Prior to December 18, 1953, had not Manhattantown 
entered into a contract with Kessler to do the architectural work for 
11/ percent? 

Mr. Caspert. They did. 

Mr. Simon. Can you tell us why the application you hold in your 
hand would estimate the architect’s fees at 5 percent when there was 
a contract calling for percent? 

Mr. Caspert. Well, the contract calls for a 5 percent architect fee. 
Mr. Simon. I thought you said the contract called for 1 % percent. 
Mr. Caspert. The original contract with the city and the Federal 
Government 

Mr. Simon. No. Doesn’t the contract between Manhattantown and 
Kessler call for a 1^-percent fee? 

Mr. Caspert. Yesj but I am talking about the contract between 
Manhattantown and the Federal Government and the city of New 
York; calls for a 5 percent architectural fee. 

Mr. Simon. You are talking about the contract of 1952 ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And that said that they could have an architectural 
fee up to 5 percent ; is that right ? 

Mr. Caspert. I don’t recollect it says ‘‘up to.” 

Mr. Simon. I think you will find that it is a ceiling of 5 percent but 
not a fixed 5 percent. 

Mr. Caspert. That I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. In any event after the May 1952 contract was signed, 
but before this application was filed, Manhattantown entered into a 
firm contract with Kessler to do this work for 1^-percent architectural 


Mr. Caspert. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. And the application nevertheless says 5 percent, as the 
estimated architect’s fee? i ^ 

Mr. Caspert. That is correct, sir. 

• Inunediately below the architect’s fee, or maybe it is 

mrnediately above it, is an estimate of a builder’s fee. 

Mr. Caspert. Which also states 5 percent ? 

Mr Simon. And also the Manhattantown has a contract with Fer- 

at a builder’s fee of 1% percent? 

same situation is true with respect to the builder’s 
fee that you just testified to with respect to the ar^tect‘s fee ? 

Mr. Caspert. That is right. 

to. Theodore Mittman. 

to. Mittman, will you raise your right hand, please : 
mittee^w'ilfl^"Jn testimony vou will give before this com- 

so help you GodT ^ ® but the truth, 
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Mr. Mittman. I do. 

Senator Bush. Will you give your name and address to the clerk? 

Mr. Mittman. Theodore Mittman, 71 Clarendon Court, Metuchen, 

N. J . 

Mr. Simon. Much of what we intend to ask you was already asked of 
your father-in-law, Mr. Caspert, I believe. 

Mr. Mittman. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. You were the manager of Aj)artment Equipment 
Rental Co.? 

Mr. Mittman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was your official title ? 

Mr. Mittman. There was no official title. It was just a so-called 
title. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat was the so-called title ? 

Mr. Mittman. Manager. 

Mr. Simon. And you were paid $13,000 during the year extra for 
that ? 

Mr. Mittman. No. That was salary and 5 percent. 

Mr. Simon. You had a 5-percent interest in the partnership? 

Mr. Mittman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. In addition, you were paid $13,000 ? 

Mr. Mittman. No ; in total I believe I was paid $13,000. 

Mr. Simon. What was your salary as manager? 

Mr. Mittman. At the rate of $15,000 per year. 

Mr. Simon. At the rate of $16,000 a year? 

Mr. Mittman^ Yes. 

Mr. Simon. In addition to the salary you received your propor- 
tionate share of profits? 

Mr. Mittman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What did you do as manager? 

Mr. Mittman. I went over the contracts with my father-in-law at 
least once a week, possibly once a week. 

Mr. Simon. What do you mean by going over the contracts? 

Mr. Mittman. Well, he made the contracts for the ranges 

. Mr. Simon. Once the contracts were gone over you wouldn’t have 
to do that again ; would you ? 

Mr. Mittman. I thought it was necessary I go over and glance in 
them. I am in the business. I might as well see what is going on. 

Mr. Simon. In other words, you Ipoked at the reports ; is that right? 

Mr. Mittman. That is right, the contracts he had made. We were 
obligated as apartment-equipment rental to take over the contracts he 
made with the former landowners. 

Mr. Simon. What is your regular business? 

Mr. Mittman. Tire ljusiness. 

Mr. Si^roN. You are in the tire business? 

Mr. Mittman. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. About once a week you went over these with your 
father ? 

Mr. Mittman. I would say once a week, and on Sundays he would 
come out and visit me. 

Mr. Simon. You would talk business when he came to visit you? 
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Mr. Mittman. That is right. We would talk. 

Mr. Simon. And the total income of Apartment Equipment Rental 
Co. was $157,536.22; is that right? 

Mr. Mutman. I don’t know tlie exact figures. You have them in 
front of you. 

Mr. Simon. After paying all of the obligations and returning to 
the partners their advances, there was left for distribution and was 
distributed $115,326; is that right? 

Mr. Mutman. I haven’t got the figures in front of me. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you very much. 

Senator Bush. Thank you. That will be all. 

Mr. Rosenman. The record is clear, isn’t it, Mr. Simon, this payroll 
you are. talking about was not of Manhattantown but Apartment 
Equipment Rental ? 

Mr. Simon. The $15,000 a year he got, certainly. Judge. 

Senator Bush. Mr. Melvin Kessler. 

Will you raise your right hand, please? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

TESTIMONY OF MELVIN KESSLER, MANHATTANTOWN, NEW YORK, 
ACCOMPANIED BY S. J. ROSENMAN, COUNSEL 

Mr. Kessler. I do. 

Senator Brsii. Thank you. 

Will you please be seated and give your correct name and address 
to the clerk f 

Mr. Kessler. Melvin E. Kessler, 1777 Grand Concoui-se, Bronx, 
New York City. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Kessler, you are one of the stockholders of Man- 
Iiattantown, Inc.? 

Mr. Kessler. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You are also in the architectural business? 

Mr. I^ESSLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have an employee in your office named Becker? 

Mr. Kessler. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Max Becker ? 

Mr. Kessler. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. How long has Max Becker worked for you? 

Mr. fessLER. I would say approximately 5 years. 

Mr. Simon. What are Mr. Becker’s duties? 

Mr. IVESSLER. Mr. Becker is my office manager, and he handles all the 
departmental work for my office. 

Mr. Simon. What is Mr. Becker’s salary ? 

Mr. Kessler. $90 a week at present. 

Mr. SjMON. How long has his salary been $90 a wedc? 

Mr. Kessler. Approximately a year. 

Mr. Simon. What was it before that? 

Mr. Kjsssler. $80. 

Mr. Simon. $80 before that? 

Mr. Kessler. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Is he still your office manager? 

Mr. Kessler. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Simon. Has he been your office manager at all times during the 
past 5 years ? 

Mr. Kessler. Well, he has worked in more or less that capacity, but 
^that is a title we used for him. 

Mr. Simon. What are his hours in your office ? 

Mr. Kessler. He works full time in my office. He is on the outside 
a good part of the time. 

Mr. Simon. But he is a full-time employee of your office? 

Mr. Kessler. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. And has been for the last 5 years ? 

Mr. Kessler. Except for the time he spent at Manhattantown. 

Mr. Simon. That is what I am trying to get at. Wlien he was at 
Manhattantown was he working for your office or Manhattantown? 

Mr. Kessler. Working partially for me. As much time as Man- 
hattantown needed him he was at that work. 

Mr. Simon. How much did they need him ? 

^ Mr. Kessler. There was an awful lot of woi'k, in compiling viola- 
tions and taking care of them. 

Mr. Simon. Did he spend full time there, half time, third time ? 

^ Mr. Kessler. I really couldn’t say. He was there a good part of the 
time taking care of their work in the departments. If I had something 
for him to do in my office he also took care of that. 

Mr. Simon. During that period of time did you discontinue paying 
him? 

Mr. Kessler. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You paid him throughout? 

Mr. Kessler. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. In 1952 and 1953 his salary from you was $80 a week? 

Mr. Kessler. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Salary from Manhattantown was $180 a week? 

Mr. Kessler. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. I am not quite clear to understand how he worked full 
time for you before Manhattantown at $80 a week and works part time 
for Manhattantown at $180 a week. 

Mr. Kessler. Well, let me say this : They required a good depart- 
mental man to handle the violation work there. I could think of no 
finer person and one more familiar with the work than Mr. Becker, 
and if he had a chance to make the money I saw no reason in the world 
why he shouldn’t go up there and do it. 

Mr. Simon. Did he get paid in check or by cash ? 

Mr. Kessler. By check. 

Mr. Simon. How often ? \ 

Mr. Kessler. I don’t know. I believe it was every week. 

Mr. Simon. Every week? 

Mr. Ejessler. I think so. 

Mr. Simon. Does that mean he got a check for $180 every week ? 

Mr. Kessler. I believe so. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know what he did with those checks? 

Mr. Kessler. Generally turned them back to me. 

Mr. Simon. To you ? 

Mr. Kessler. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What did you do with them? 

Mr. Kessler. Deposited them in my account, office account. 

Mr. Simon. You mean your architectural firm? 
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Mr. Kessler. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Did Mr. Becker ever see any part of that money? 

Mr. Kessler. That I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. By “see” 

Mr. Kjissler. You made a statement before, Mr. Simon, that 

Mr. Simon. Did Mr. Becker ever get any part of the money ? 

Mr. Kessler. You made a statement before that Mr. Becker re- 
ceived $17,000, 1 think. I don’t know. I think you said that. 

Mr. Simon. I think that is about right. 

Mr. Bjessler. All I can say I only received $13,500, or approxi- 
mately that, from him. 

Jfr. Simon. What happened to the $13,500 that you got? 

Mr. Kessler. It was deposited in our account. 

Mr. Simon. Did Mr. Becker get any part of that money ? 

Mr. Kessler. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do you Imow whether Mr. Becker paid income taxes on 
that $13,000 ? 

Mr. Kessler. I would assume he did. 

Mr. Simon. That he paid income taxes? 

Mr. Kessler. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. But you got the money ? 

Mr. Kessler. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you pay any income taxes on it? 

Mr. Kessler. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you get that money on the theory that he was a 
full-time employee of yours, and, therefore, you were entitled to what- 
ever money he earned? 

Mr. I^ESSLER. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. On what theory did you get that money ? 

Mr. Kessler. He owed that money to my father and myself in 
helping to support himself and his family over the past — well, since 
his marriage actually to my sister. 

Mr. Simon. When was he married to your sister ? 

Mr. Kessler. I guess they were married about 10 or 11 years, now. 

Mr. Simon. Your father loaned him this money? 

Mr. Kessler. My father and myself. 

Mr. Simon. Did you take notes for it ? 

Mr. Kessler. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you keep a ledger book showing how much you 
loaned him? 

Mr. Kessler. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. How much did you loan him since he was married? 

Mr. Kessler. Well, to the best I can figure out, roughly, we took — 
I will give you as closely as I can, we took an apartment for him in 
Knolls Building, we furnished the apartment, and all in all it ran to 
about $13,500. 

Mr. Simon. Just exactly what he got out of it? 

Mr. Bjessler. No, you said that. 

Mr. Simon. Isn’t $13,500 what you testified a minute ago he got 
out of the Manhattantown ? 

Mr. Kessler. If that is what I said, it is about right. 

Mr. Simon. When you loaned him this money or bought the apart- 
ment and made these expenditures, I take it it was for your sister as 
^ell as for him ? 
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Mr. XE 8 S 1 .ER. Veiy definitely. 

Mi*. Simon* Did you at tliat time intend to get repaid ? 

Mr. Kessler. If possible, yes; if not, no. 

Mr. Simon. If not possible, not get paid? 

Mr. Kessler. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. I take it you didn’t consider it a business loan ? 

‘ Mr. Kessler. As such, no. 

Mr. Simon. And did the Manhattantown project offer an oppor- 
tunity, shall we say, for him to get paid some money which he migh 
r^ay wu? 

Mr. Kessler. No. I would say this : That I thought he was well 
qualified for the job, and when they asked me about it I recommended 
him very highly. Ithinkhedida very good job. 

Mr. Simon. I can’t resist asking you if he was so well qualified as 
to earn $180 a week for part-time work with Manhattantown, why he 
isn’t more qualified than to earn $80 a week from you, or $90, for full- 
time work? 

Mr. Kessler, On a specialized job you always get more than you 
would on an ordinary run-of-the-mine work. Then, I have office 
salaries which I don’t like to get too high, but on a specialized job if 
anyone goes out on it I tliink they are entitled to a lot more money. 
It is a specialty. It was a definite specialty. 

Mr. Simon. When did you decide that the money he got from Man- 
hattantown was all going to be applied to refund to you the money you 
advanced over the years ? 

Mr. Kessler. Mr. Becker suggested that he do that. 

Mr. Simon. He suggested it? 

Mr. Kessler. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. When did he make the suggestion ? 

Mr. Kessler. As soon as he started getting paid up there he sug- 
gested he give it back to us in repayment for the nice way we have 
treated him all these years. 

Mr. Simon. Was the suggestion made before he went to work for 
Manhattantown ? 

Mr. Kessler. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you. 

Senator Bush. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Herbert Larson. 

Mr. Rosenman. Senator, I don’t know what my privileges are here, 
or what your rules are : I would like the privilege of pointing out very 
briefly a number of things which were brought out at the private hep 
ings with respect to these various ejxpenditures, and the way of salaries 
and rent of refrigerators, and so forth, so that to show that if these 
or any part of them are not justified, which we deny.. That if any Ppt 
of them was not justified for any reason that it was nothing which 
inured to the detriment either of the city or the Federal Government. 
Iliat this money, if any of it, should not have been paid in the way 
of salaries, and I think the thrust of Mr. Simon’s questions is to show 
that some of these relatives did not earn their full amount. There 
has been no actual proof of that, but assuming he has so shown, I 
would like to point out that in the private hearings it was shown, anfi 
Mr. Simon agreed with us there, that this money was really coming 
out of their own pockets for the following circumstances : 
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Under tlieir contract— I will be very brief about this, if I may — 
under the contract with the city these people were obligated to take 
over the management of these three hundred and seventy-odd build- 
ings, some 4,000 families, covering 6 square blocks. To collect rents 
ana to remove violations, maintain the buildings, heat them, and so 
forth, and run the buildings. That they were to do that over a period 
of 4 years, and at the end of the 4 years they would have them all 
demolished, and the new buildings up. It was provided with the 
contract with the city and approved by the Federal Government, 
that for this service they would receive 10 percent per year for a 
period of 3 years, of the money which they invested. 

As Mr. Simon has properly brought out, they invested $3 imllion. 
They were, therefore, entitled to what the contract called a risk fee 
of $300,000 for each year, for a period of 3 years. In other words, if 
these buildings had oeen a paying venture, and had earned a net of 
income over disbursements, of a million dollars, they would have 
\ been entitled to keep $900,000, and the remaining $100,000 would have 
been returned to the city, and the Federal Govermnent, two-thirds 
and one-third. 

Now, the fact is that there will not be $1 million there. The fact is 
there will not be $900,000, and the projection is that there will be 
nothing there in the way of profit, so that even if the full amount of 
$200,000, which Mr. Simon gave us as the addition of all the amounts 

which the relatives 

Mr. Simon. $600,000. 

Mr. Rosenman. Does that include Apartment Equipment? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

' Mr, Rosenman. The figure escapes me. 

I don’t see how it reaches $600,000. There is $200,000 in salaries. 

Mr. Simon. In just a moment Mr. Larson, who will testify to the 

breakdown, which totals $649,215,83 

Mr. Rosenman. Is that for all services ? 

Mr. Simon. It is roughly three things, Judge: The salaries they 
took out, the Apartment Equipment Rental and the Hennessy Man- 
hattantown project, over and above the payroll of the two or three 
people they had. 

I don’t think there is any disagreement with what you say except 
in one minor respect. You say they invested $3 million. They in- 
vested $1 million. The other $2 million, there is no responsibility for 
paying, if they should decide not to go ahead with the contract. So 
far as the moneys thev have taken out is concerned, it makes only this 
difference, Judge: Tlie contract does provide, as you have said, for 
this 10 percent a year which, over the 3-year period, will total $900,000. 
If they left that $900,000 in Manhattanto'wn, and at the end of the 4- 
year contract with the city decided not to go ahead with the project, 
and defaulted, then they would lose the $900,000. IVliereas, if instead 
of leaving the $300,000 in the company they take it out in other ways, 
^nle it would be their $900,000 at the end of the period iff they went 
ahead, if they don’t go ahead the only way they can get that money 
out IS by taking it out in some manner or other during the 3-year 
period and, therefore, it would make a big difference if they should 
decide not to go ahead and build the building. 

I agree with you if they go ahead and build it, it wouldn’t make the 
dilierence, Judge. 

60600 — 54 — pt. 4 28 
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Mr. Rosenman. I am sure you don’t urge there is any testimony of 
any intention not to go ahead with this project. Certamly there is no 
indication they intend not to. 

Mr. Simon. The only testimony on that subject, and I don’t mean 
to evaluate it or give it conclusion, is that the contract required that 
the new buildings be completed in 4 years from August 1952, and 2 
years and a month have gone by, and only one-sixth of the demolition 
has been done, and none of the new construction has been done, which 
is a fact that speaks for itself. 

Mr. Rosenman. I think Mr. Caspert has explained some of that 
delay. In the second place, I am sure tliat even you don’t urge that 
all of the $600,000 was improperly withdrawn. 

Mr. Simon. I am not in a position to say. 

Mr. Rosenman. Somebody had to do the work, running these 4,000 
families of buildi^s. 

Senator Bush. Ine thing the committee is curious about. Judge, is 
whether the attractiveness of the operation that these people have been 
engaged in hasn’t perhaps delayed the construction of these buildings, 
which is what the Federal Government is interested in. 

Mr. Rosenman. I think if you will look at the projection for the fu- 
ture, which was drawn and which is in the private bearings, I think 
you will find that there is no such attractiveness. Whether they 
thought it was attractive when they went into it, or not, what they 
have discovered is, it is far from attractive. 

Senator Bush. Well, we will finish our endeavors here, and we may 
come to that conclusion. At least that is what we are trying to find out. 

May we ask for the next witness? 

Is that all you want to say, Judge? 

Mr. Rosenman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Bush. Mr. Herbert Larson. Will you raise your right 
hand, please? 

Will you solemnly swear that the testimony you will give before 
this committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothmg but the 
truth, so help you God ? 

TESTIMONY OF HERBERT LARSON, INVESTIGATOR, BANKING AND 

CURRENCY COMMITTEE 


Mr. Lauson. I do. 

Senator Bush. Will you give your correct name and address to 
the clerk ? 

Mr. Larson. Herbert E. Larson. 

Do you want my home or office address ? 

Mr. Simon. It doesn’t make any difference. 

Mr. Larson. 326 Broadway, New York City. 

Mr. Simon. You are Herbert Larson? 

Mr. Larson. That is right, 

Mr. Simon. You are an employee of the General Accounting Office, 
who has been loaned to this committee to do some work for us at our 
request on the books of Manhattantown ? 

Mr. Larson. That is right, 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Larson, I have in my hand, and I will hand to you 
in a moment, a sheet of paper on the upper half of which appears a 
summary of earnings by principals of Manhattantown, Inc., since 
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April, with respect to the Apartment Equipment Rentals project, and 
which shows that the people named here received a total of $126,926.37, 
juid had capital investment of $11,600, or had net income from that 
operation of $115,326.37, and the lower half of the sheet shows the 
income of principals from Manhattantown from the Hennessy Man- 
jiattantown operation, which shows tliat they have received a total of 
$119,584.82 from the income of that Hennessy rental operation, with 
no investment. 

I ask you whether this paper was prepared by you? 

Mr. Larson. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Where did you get the material that is shown on that 
paper ? 

Mr. Larson. The information for the Apartment Equipment Ren- 
tals comes from the ledgers of the Apartment Equipment Rental Co., 
4 ind the information for the John O. Hennessy Co., Manhattantown 
Division, comes from the ledgers of that company. 

Mr. Simon. Ledgers of that company ? 

Mr. Larson. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And they were compiled by you from the ledgers ? 

Mr. Larson. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. I have a second document consisting of 2 sheets of 
paper in 3 columns, or 4 columns. The fii'st column lists the capital 
invested by the shareholders of Manhattantown and that includes not 
only the people who are shown by the books to own stock, but people 
to whom they subleased stock, so to speak ; is that right? 

Mr. Larson. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And where did you get the information as to who the 
beneficial owners of the stock were? 

Mr. Larson. We got those from Mr. Patterson. 

Mr. Simon. From Mr. Patterson? 

Mr. Larson. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. The second column lists — that is Mr. Patterson of our 
staff? 

Mr. Larson. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. The second column lists the salaries and contract income 
of the stockholders and their relatives. Wliere did you get the 
amounts of those, or that income ? 

Mr. Larson. The salaries came from the salary record cards main- 
tained by Manhattantown, Inc., and the contract costs came from the 
ledger. 

Mr. Simon. The contract costs came from the ledger ? 

Mr. Larson. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. The items shown here, are they the actual disburse- 
ments until April 30, 1954, and the projected disbursements from 
April 30 to September 30, for salaries ? 

Mr. Larson. First of all, I would like to say that our audit was not 
all inclusive. It was a special examination, and from the records we 
had this is all that was on the records. 

Mr. Simon. You mean to say there might be others tliat you didn’t 
find? 

Mr. Larson. We may have skipped over the checks or not had all 
the payroll cards. We didn’t tie the ledger records right back to the 
general ledgers. 
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Mr. Simon. But everything that is shown here you did find on the 
books? 

Mr. Larson. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And it is actual until April 30 and projected from 
April 30 to September 30 ; is that right? 

Mr. Larson. That is right, yes. 

Mr. Simon. The third column is the Hennessy Manhattantown 
income; is that right? 

Mr. Larson. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And that is merely a recomputation of the figures shown 
on the sheet of paper I handed you a moment ago ? 

Mr. Larson. Yes, that is correct. 

Mr. Simon. And the fourth column is the Apartment Equipment 
Rentals income • is that right ? 

Mr. Larson. Yes. That is merely transcribed. 

Mr. Simon. That is also merely transcribed from the first sheet of 
paper ? 

Mr. Larson. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And the extreme right-hand column shows the totals? 

Mr. Larson. That is right. 

Mr, Simon. I hand you this paper and ask you if it is the paper 
that you prepared ? 

Mr. Larson. That is it. 

Mr. Simon. Was that prepared by you in the manner you have 
just given? 

Mr. Larson. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Will you tell us what are the total salaries that were 
paid to those people during the period we have described ? 

Mr. Larson. That is salaries from Manhattantown, Inc. ? 

Mr. Simon. That is salaries from Manhattantown, Inc. 

Mr. Larson. $221,637.59. 

Mr. Simon. What are the contract fees ? 

Mr. Larson. I stand corrected. I didn’t change this total. We 
had some additional contracts in there. 

Would a round figure be sufficient ? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. Larson. It is roughly about $190,000. 

Mr. Simon. And you say you took out better than $100,000. You 
took out the oil contract with one of the partners, and the repair con- 
tract with one of the partners ? 

Mr. Larson. That is right. I am not sure it was one of the part- 
ners. 

Mr. Simon. One of the stockholders ? 

Mr. Larson. It may be. I am not sure. 

Mr. Simon. At any rate, that is the type of contract that was 
taken out? 

Mr. Larson. We eliminated those. 

Mr. Simon. Where they actually bought a physical property? 

Mr. Larson. These were for services, like the plunibing contract 
and realty contract. 

Mr. Simon. Right. 

Mr. Larson. I happen to have Judge Rosenman’s contract in. 1 
eliminated that. 

Mr. Simon. Why don’t you tell lis what items make up the $190,000? 
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Mr. Larson. The building contract for Jack Ferman of $42,000; 
there is a contract with Sam Caspert of $1,600; there was another 
one with a Mr. Arrut for $347. 

Mr. Simon. Arrut? 

Mr. Larson. Arrut. And Mr. Landau was $48,000; Mr. Olnick 
TS'as $26,000 ; Mr. Kessler was $14,000. 

Mr. Simon. Now, the salaries you have given, plus the contract pay- 
ments you have just given 

Mr. Simon. I have also eliminated the $40,000 contract to Koenig 
Iron Works. 

Mr. Simon. That was eliminated ? 

Mr. Larson. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. The salaries you have given of $221,000, the contracts 
payments of $190,000 ? 

Mr. Larson. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. The Apartment Equipment Rentals payments, which 
were about $115,000. 

Mr. Larson. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And the Hennessy Manhattantown Realty business of 
about $118,000? 

Mr. Larson. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Are those tlie four items? 

Mr. Larson. Those are the items on here. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat is the total amount that they add up to? 

Mr. Larson. $649,215.83. 

Mr. Simon. Now, have you tried to find the contract between Man- 
liattantown and the Hennessy Real Estate operation ? 

. Mr. Larson. We asked for it, but we were told it was an oral 
contract. 

Mr. Simon. Who told you ? 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Mann of Fred Landau’s outside accountants. 

Mi\ Simon. The auditors ? 

Mr. Larson. And Mr. A1 Ferman, the comptroller. 

Mr. Simon. They both told you the contract between Manhattan- 
town and this partnership that does the rental management, was an 
oral contract ? 

Mr. Larson. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know who keeps the books of Apartment Equip- 
ment Rentals Co. ? 

Mr. Larson. The people working for Manhattantown, Inc. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know who keeps the books of the Hennessy 
Manhattantown Real Estate operation f 
Mr. Larson. I believe that is Manhattantown, Inc., too. 

Mr. Simon. They are kept by the employees of Manhattantown? 

Mr. Larson. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Is what happens there, Mr. Larson, that the Hennessy 
Manliattantown Co. gets 5 percent of the gross rents for managing 
the property, and then they turn around — they get that from Man- 
hattantown? 

Mr. Larson. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. And then turn around and pay Manhattantown $1,000 
a month for doing their work? 

Mr. Larson. Generally, that is about what it amounts to. • 
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Mr. Simon. Senator, I would like to ask the three sheets of paper 
that this witness has just identified be made a part of the record. 
Senator Bush. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

(The information referred to follows :) 


Manhattantown, Inc. 

Summary of earnings ty principals of Manhattantown, Inc., through Apr. SO, 195^ 


Partners 

Apartment Equipment Rental Co. 

Due to 
partners 
Apr. 30, 1954 

Total, 
exclusive of 
Invested 
capital 

Capital 

invested 

With- 
drawals 
Apr. 30, 1953 

With- 
drawals 
Apr. 30, 1954 

Theodore Mittman 

Frederick Dries. 

Charles Felbush... 

$1. 500 
1,000 
1,500 
1,250 
750 
600 
750 
500 
760 
760 
1,000 
250 
1,000 

$8, 250 

5. 100 
4, 950 
8, 250 

4. 100 
3, 250 

3. 100 
2,650 

4. 100 
4, 100 
5,300 
1,550 
5,400 

$11, 625 
5,683 

$5. 367. 77 

3. 019. 64 
1, 535. 59 
1,956. 78 

1. 609. 04 

1.366.04 
360. 31 
818. 18 

99.91 
(232. 96) 

1. 694. 64 
1,077.59 
2, 440.84 

$25,232.77 

13.802.64 

6.485.59 
10,206.78 

8.567.04 

7.717.04 
5.151.31 
5,609.18 
7,27491 

6.567.04 
9,802.64 

3.235.59 
17,273.84 

Herbert Caspert 


Cynthia Zorgow (A. C. Eosenblum) 

Abraham Rosenbaum 

David Shapiro 

Jack Block 

Milton Block 

Eugene Zorgow 

Samuel Abrams 

Milton P. Lansky 

Ethel Raeder 

Total 

2,858 
3, 101 
1,691 
2, 241 
3, 075 
2,700 
2,808 
608 
9,433 

11,600 

60,000 

45,823 




1 Explanation: 

Income $157,636.22 

Expenses 42,204.85 

Net Income... 115,331.37 

Total due and withdrawn by partners 126, 926. 37 

Less capital Invested 11,600.00 

Total 115,326.37 


Note. — Capital Investment was made In February 1963, from drawings of December 1952. 


John L. Hennessy, Manhattantoum division 


Partners 

Capital 

Invested 

Drawings 
Apr. 30, 
1953 

(1) 

Drawings 
Apr. 30, 
1954 

(2) 

Owing to 
partner- 
ship 

Totals 
(1) plus (2) 

John L. Hennessy 

John L. Hennessy, drawing 

Jack Ferman... 

Paul Millstein 

Robert D. Alnick 

Herbert Carpert 

Charles Feibush (for Ann Felbush) 

Ann Feibush payables 

Total 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

Nqne 

$9, 619. 18 
6, 346. 23 
19,038. 36 
982. 94 
14, 278. 77 
987. 74 
3, 653. 89 

$8. 181. 59 
5, 297. 47 
19. 479. 55 
12. 189. 42 
13, 697. 46 
3, 254. 18 

2, 678. 24 

($8,355.44) 
(3, 311. 71) 
(12, 822. 57) 
(12,090.09) 
(6, 646. 24) 
(3, 154,85) 

(2,000.76) 

$17,700.77 
11,643.70 
38,517.91 
13, 172,16 
27,976.23 
4,241.92 
3,653.89 
2,678.24 


54,806. 01 

64, 777. 91 

(40,661.66) 

1 119,584.82 




> Explanation: „ „ 

Income - m 

Expenses (see note below) 7 o,wam 


Not income 

Total drawings 

Less due from partners 

Total 



Note.— T hese expenses include supervisory payrolls to some of Interested principals ($35,846.49). 


0 


4 
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Principals 

Capital 

Invested 

Salaries 
through 
Sept. 30. 1954 

Fees and 
contracts 
through 
Sept. 30, 1954 

J. L. Hennessy-Manhattan 
Division 

Apartment Equipment 
Rental 

Total 

Partners 
drew 
through 
Sept. 30, 1954 

Salaries 
through 
Sept. 30, 1954 

! 

Partners 
drew 
through 
Sept. 30, 1954 

Other 
through ! 
Sept. 30, 1954 

J. Ferman 

$104,500 


$42,893.79 

$41,217.91 




$84, 111. 70S 
9,807.648 
30, 58a 338 
39,320.578 
1,010.008 
15. 148. 708 
1,153.^ 
5,843.088 
357.008 
s 

I. Ferman 

$9,807.64 

30,588.33 

37,633.07 

495.00 




A. Ferman 







S. C as pert 

22,000 

22,000 

22,000 

11,000 

14,666 

9,168 

9,166 

16,500 

11,000 

1, 687.50 





Wife 


$275.00 


$250.00 

Son Herbert 


4, 941. 92 

$10, 206. 78 

M. Todd.. 

1, 153. 86 
5,843.08 



1 

C. Pannent 






S. and L. Arnett 

357.00 





Baltch 






L. Spivack 




1 



-8 

J. Lowell 







s 

Blom 


1 






B. Caspert 







36a 65 

36a 658 
20r67a 77S 
12, 643.708 
1,083.298 
31,169.69 
17,273.84 
8,567.04 
2,773.96 

J . L. Hennessy 

27,500 



20, 575. 77 
12, 643. 70 



John L. Hennessy ^ 






Lawrepce Reiner 1 

11,000 

86,000 

13,750 



1,083.29 



N. Silver 

31, 169.69 





(E) A. Boeder 




17,273.84 
8, 567.04 


C. Torgaw 






8. Oatkin 

16,500 

1,961. 48 



812.50 


B. Silver 





I. Hoffmann 

5,500 








E. Torgaw 





6,567.04 


6,567.04 
260.68 
35, 516. 85 

I. Lelstner” (Koenig Iron) 

16,500 

16,500 

} 18,500 

11,000 

16,500 

11,000 

11,000 

55.000 
16, 500 

11.000 
11,000 





260.^ 

810.00 

I. Lelstner 

^ 34,706.^ 





W. Leistner 






N. Folkman 

1,307.64 






1,307.64 

H, Elman 






A, Bosenblum 




1,083.29 

7, 717. 04 


8,800.33 

Sid Llestner 





(F) A. Drier - 



1 


13, 802. 64 


13, 802. 64 

Q. Bosenblum 






N.HS, Folkman 








M.lKurtz 








I. Folkman 

1,307.64 1- 1 


2, i^. 71 


3,474.35 
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Principals 

Capital 

invested 

1 

Salaries 
through 
Sept. 30, 1954 

Fees and 
contracts 
through 
Sept. 30. 1954 

J.L. Hennessy-Manhattan 
Division i; 

Apartment Equipment 
Rental 

I 

Total 

Partners 
drew 
through 
Sept. 30, 1954 

1 

Salaries 
through 
Sept. 30, 1954 

Partners 
drew 
through 
Sept. 30, 1954 

Other 
through 
Sept. 30, 1954 

M. Millstein 

$104,500 

1 





1 


P. Millstein , 



$16,372.16 



1 

$16, 372, 16 
1, 730. 79 
48,847.02 
1 9,802.64 

1 11,041.78 

! 11,041.78 

56,777.07 

J. MUlstein-..-,-. 


$1,730.79 




1 

Fred Landuo.. 

60,^ 

30,250 

30,250 

$48,847.02 

1 




S. Abrams 




$9, 802. 64 


A. Zimalis 

8,301.22 

8,301.22 

1 


$2,740. 56 
2, 740. 56 


M. Wftiss^ r . .... * 





R. Olnlck ... 

49,500 

11,000 

55.000 

11.000 

26,100.84 

30, 676. 23 


t 

H. Nadel 





L. Friedman . 








M. Lansky. 



UMitiiililM 

HMillilitiilll 

3, 235. 59 


3,235.59 

T. Block 

HHHiiiiiiii 


pHiiiiiiiiiiil 

Hiiiiiiiiiiiii 


M. Block 


HtiiiiiliiiiM 



kMlIilliiilllll 

7, 274 91 
5, 609. 18 
6, 485. 59 
26, 232. 77 


7, 274. 91 
5,609. 18 
17,664 78 
25,232.77 

Jack Block.. 

1 

HtWtMiiMli 





C. Feibush . . 

66,000 

44,000 

6, 653. 80 


3, 653. 89 

871.50 


T. Mittman .... 



H. Felbusb.. . 


■■iiiiiiiiiiii 




A.nn Felbusb (wife) 




2,678.24 



» 

2, 678. 24 

5.000. 00 

9.000. 00 
17,083.18 

M. E. Kessler J 

18, 333 
18,333 


5.000. 00 

9.000. 00 




S. J. Kessler.. 





1 

Max Becker . .. 

17,083. 18 

■■■■■■■■■■■■■ 




Kessler.- ,. . 

18,333 






Other: 

Lillian Agar ... 

1.307.64 
7, 270. 01 
4, 807. 75 
588.00 






1,307.64 
7,270.01 
4,807.75 
588.00 
947.96 
8,224 92 
5, 151. 31 

21, 000. 00 

Abram Sellls .. 


■iiiiiiiiHH 





Louis Flanzer .... 



iHlBM 

■IjlllllH 



Matilda Blaikie 1 







Robert Raider 




947. 96 



I. Lustig 



8, 224. 92 




Davld'Shapiro . 





5, 151. 31 


Adjustment, due to postuig payrolls in wrong account (see 
schedule attached for particulars. 


tlIKKtttll 



21, 000. 00 


Total 






iHIHIBHBHHHIi 

1,093,414 

212,017.87 

142, 111.07 

132, 769. 82 

33,721.37 j 

126,926.37 j 

j $1,679.33 1 

1 649,216.83 



I This llKure Includes both the amotmts actually checked and the amounts projected throuKh Sept. 30, 1064. 
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Senator Bush. Is the representative here from .the Women’s City 
Club of New York? 

Will you come forward, please. 

Will you raise your ri^ht hand, please : 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you will give before 
this committee will be the truth, .the whole, truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God ? 

testimony of mbs. ETHEL EMERSON WORTIS, WOMEN’S CITY 

CLUB, NEW YORK, N. Y. 

Mrs. WoRTis. So help me God. 

Senator Busii. Will you be seated and give your correct name and 
address to the clerk ? 

Mrs. WoRTis. My correct name is Ethel Emerson Wortis, and my 
address is 145 East 74th Street, New York City 21. 

Senator Busn. Would you give us your name ? I didn’t hear it. 
Mrs. Wortis. Mrs. Ethel Wortis. 

Senator Bush. Mrs. Wortis, you represent the Women’s Citv Club 
of New York? 

Mrs. Wortis. That is correct. 

Senator Busii. Are you an officer ? 

Mrs. WoRTTs. I am a member of the board at the present time, but 
during the time of our observations at Manhattantown I was the 
president of the club. 

Senator Bush. You were the president ? 

Mrs. Wortis. Yes. I finished a 3-year term. 

•Senator Bush. Will you tell us a little about this organization, 
what it consists of, and what are the purposes of it. 

Mrs. Wortis. This is an organization composed of about 900 ’women, 
professional and lay, whose purpose is to advance the welfare of the 
city of New York. 

Senator Bush. How old is this club? 

Mrs. Wortis. It is nearly 40 years old. It was organized in the 
late part of 1915. 

Senator Bush. You requested, yourself, that you might appear be- 
fore this committee in connection with this Manhattantown matter ; 
is that correct ? 

Mrs. Wortis. The club requested so. 

Senator Bush. The club requested to be heard, and the conunittee 
agreed to hear you as a representative of the club ? 

Mrs. W’^ORTis. Yes. 

Senator Bush. Will you proceed, then, and make your statement 
in your own way. 

Mrs^ Wortis. In March of this year, the Women’s City Club of 
hew York published a study. Tenant Relocation at M"est Park (Man- 
nattantown), which analyzed interviews with 400 tenants, a random 
sampling of the 5,000 families living on the site of this title I develop- 
ment in 1953. The purpose of the survey was to determine the needs 
and problems of families forced to move in a vast slum-clearance 
operation and to observe at firsthand the process of relocation under 
titk^ I and during a period of acute shortage of low-income housino-. 

The tabulated information showed that the great majority of tlie 
families interviewed were in the lowest income group and that many 



3148 


FHA INVESTIGATION 


belonged to racial minorities against whom discrimination is widely 
practiced. Other difficulties which these families faced in finding 
new quarters were physical handicaps, the large size of families, lim- 
ited availability of public housing, and uprooting of long-established 
neighborhood preference. Nearly all families faced the necessity of 
paying more rent wherever they went. Less than 20 percent of the 
ramilies had then received assistance of any kind from the devel- 
opers, and only 10 percent had been offered any financial moving 
aid. Not only reports from tenants, but also our independent efforts 
to secure information on the relocation practices of the developers 
indicated, as we said in the report, that the pattern did not adequately 
meet the law’s specific requirements in regard to relocation nor the 
demands of human decency. 

With the final demolition dates for the first area set for late summer 
or fall, we undertook in May to visit 25 families in this area. It might 
be assumed that these families had received intensive aid in relo- 
cating. Yet out of 25 families 8 reported no help from the developers 
and 6 claimed they had had no instructions at all. Nine had been 
offered other apartments on the development site — which meant ulti- 
mately moving again. Some had found them acceptable, others had 
not. Three had found places for themselves off the site, and only 
one family had been helped by the developer in finding a place on 
the site. Only 3 families had been encouraged to seek public housing, 
and 1 of these was not interested. Nearly every family interviewed 
complained that the actual date when they would have to leave was 
unknown to them. 

Of the 25 families, 6 who knew where they were going faced in- 
creases in rent, of whom 4 were merly moving to otner q[uarters on 
the sire. As to maintenance of their old quarters, 3 families had had 
major interruptions of their utilities from 1 week to 1 month, and 
7 stated that repairs were made only after a long wait and in general 
that their former landlord did a better job than Uie developer. 

A month’s rent, or use of the developer’s moving truck was prom- 
ised or offered to 8 of the 25 families, though in 1 case this offer held 
good only if they took an apartment on the site. Two others did not 
need aid, but a number said no aid was offered. 

In addition to information from our original survey and from 
these 25 recent interviews, we have a full description of the develop- 
ers’ practices set forth in a document issued by their counsel, S. J. 
Kosenman, in March 1954. They bear out our conclusion that the pro- 
gram for relocation of tenants from Manhattantown is subhuman 
in concept and inadequate' in execution. It appears to us that this 
program is a far cry from the assurances of equitable and painstaking 
care of these families made by the committee on slum-clearance plans 
in its brochure on Manhattantown, and that the clear intent of the 
Federal law as to relocation as cited in the brochure has not been 
met. The difficulties and hardships of displacement from their homes 
for these underprivileged people are enough to entitle them to the 
promised financial aid and all-out assistance in finding decent quar- 
ters. We believe further that the developer has abused the privilege 
of moving families temporarily to other apartments on the site, and 
charging more rent. Public housing for these families, expected to 
be their major resource, has received surprisingly few of them. And 
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the new dwellings to be built on the site are far beyond the pocketbook 
of 93 percent of the displaced families. 

Under the circumstances we are convinced that the method of han- 
dling relocation on sites to be developed with Federal aid under title I 
needs to be drastically revised. 

Senator Bush. Have you any suggestions to offer in connection 
with that last statement, how it mi^it be drastically revised ? 

Mrs. WoRTis. We made recommendations in the report, which you 
. have, to the effect that we believed that the city should have a central 
relocation agency, and that the city should take direct responsibility 
itself for relocating these families before the properties are turned 
over to :i development company. 

Senator Bush. Have we received such recommendations? 

Mr. Simon. Yes, sir. 

Senator Busii. IVliat started your club on this? How^ did you 
happen to get interested in this matter? 

Mrs. WoRTis. In the first information which was available through 
the newspapers as to these developments, it became apparent that 
large numbers of low-income people would have to be displaced from 
properties which were going to be then developed to house middle- 
income people, and being aware of the great shortage of low-income 
housing, and the fact that these families were more than half belong- 
ing to minority groups, which have great difficulty anyway in finding 
decent housing, we were alarmed that unless great care and skill 
were taken in relocating these families that injustice would be made 
toward them, and, therefore, we decided it would be well to be in 
touch with the families, and what went on in the process. 

• Senator Bush. I wish to commend the w’^omen’s club for taking an 
active interest in such an important matter. I think it is very fine 
that we have clubs around that are surveying these social and economic 
problems with an intelligent interest. I think it is very fine. 

Have you anything else you would like to add to your statement? 
Ml’S. WoRTis. I don’t think I have Senator. 

Senator Bush. Thank you very much. The committee appreciates 
your cooperation. 

Tlie committee will stand in recess until 2 o’clock this afternoon. 
Mr. Rosenman. Senator, if I may please, as you have heard from 
the women’s city club, we are relocating tenants too fast and yet Mr. 
Simon and the staff thinks we are not relocating them fast enough. 

That is why we haven’t moved fast enough, so w^e are. caught in the 
uil©rnixiti. 

The social agencies say we should delay these relocations until all 
of the matters are investigated which she spoke about. 

If you would like to hear Mr. Caspert on this question of relocation, 
he Would be glad to testifv to it. 

What I would like to do is to submit for the record, if I may our 
answer to the club which we filed with the borough president on 
March 30 of 1954. We think if the Senator reads this you will find 

that a great many of the things that the last witness testified to were 
just not so. 

In addition to that, I would like to submit the last report on relo- 
^tions, which have been filed by the bureau of city real estate, to 

V ^ chairman of the committee on slum clearance 

Which shows just how many people we have relocated. ’ 
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I want to say just briefly that if we followed the procedures that 
the women’s city club has suggested, we wouldn’t have one-sixth of 
the property down and another sixth ready to come down. 
wouldn’t have a single building down. 

I would like the privilege of marking these two things in the 
record. 

Mr. Simon. Is this the same document that you have Judge? 

Mr. Rosenman. As of September 17? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. Rosenman. It shows, if you will notice, we have relocated 1,359 
families. There is still 2,726 left. 

Mr. Simon. It shows 1,359 have been relocated? 

Mr. Rosenman. That is right. There is still left 2,726. 

Senator Busii. The committee will be glad to accej)! both document*? 
for the record. 

(The information referred to follows:) 

Phelimix AUY State m ext 

The following is a short summary of the answer of Manhattantown, Inc., to 
the report of the Women’s City Club of New York, which report was tiled with 
the borough president of the Borough of Manhattan on or about March 12, 1954, 
entitled “Tenant Relocation at West Park.’’ 

The answer and the letter of transmittal thereof was delivered to the borough 
president and released for publication on or about March 31, 1954. This sum- 
mary was prepared for the purpose of having it incorporated in the minutes of 
the testimony taken before the United States Senate Banking and Currency 
Committee at a hearing held in the city of New York on October 1, 1954. 

This summary was prepared at the request of counsel for the committee for 
inclusion in the minutes in lieu of the entire answer and letter of transmittal 
thereof. 

Copies of the complete answer have been forwarded to the committee for 
their files. 

As stated above, this answer was prepared in the latter part of March of 
1954. At that time, Manhattantown, Inc., had cleared 34 buildings for demoli- 
tion and was in the process of clearing an additional 25 buildings. 

As of the present date, October 1, 1954, Manhattantown, Inc., has demolished 
some 79 buildings and has cleared 11 additional buildings for demolition, 

A total of 1,179 apartments, in which lived some 1.38S families, have been 
cleared and the families relocated. 

Summary of Maxhattaxtown, Inc.. Answer Prepared March 1954 

1. The survey upon which the report by the women’s city club is based was 
conducted upon the erroneous asumption that in the near future, and all at 
the same time, every 1 of the .338 residential l)uildings in the 6-block area 
would be cleared'of its 5,223 families and other tenants, and forthwith demolished. 

2. The publicly approved relocation-rehousing plan for West Park calls for 
clearance of only a few buildings at a time. When Manhattantown, Inc., with 
the aid of New York City, has been able to relocate all the tenants from a small 
number of buildings those buildings are then to he demolished and one or more 
of the-new buildings are to be constructed in their place. 

No such area is, or can l)e, torn down at once by a private builder and then 
rebuilt at once. It would be financially suicidal for any private builder to try 
it. The way such a pro.iect is carried forward, in common sense, is to tear down 
old slum buildings to clear the space necessary to erect one new multistory dwell- 
ing, or necessary to build a school, or to construct a jiark or playground area 
on the site. Then a .second set of buildings is torn down, and so on. 

These operations may overlap at times, so that wdiile a new building is going 
up some more old ones are being toi-n down on another part of the project area; 
but the important fact is that the whole operation is a gradual one. 

It therefore permits temporary relocation of some tenants living in the build- 
ings about to be torn down by moving them into renovated and repainted apart- 
ments in buildings which are not scheduled for demolition for another 2 years. 
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3. Immediately after acquisition of the area by Manhattantown, Inc., a door- 
to-door survey was conducted under the supervision of the New York City Bureau 
of Real Estate. Every tenant then living on the site was asked to come to the 
relocation office, located in one of the buildings in the area, to be interviewed. 

At the end of a 6- to S-month period, every tenant was interviewed, with the 
exception of those reappointments for interviews. It was only after the inter- 
views had been completed that serious relocation efforts were instituted looking 
toward the clearance of .‘i4 buildings, about 10 percent of the t«»tal of 338 resi- 
dential buildings, located in one small part of the project. 

4. During the spring and summer of the period during which the women’s 
city club was conducting its survey, the bulk of the relocation efforts by both 
the redeveloiier and the city was concentrated on these 34 buildings. 

Relocation of the tenants of the second group of buildings to be demolished — 
25 ill number — did not get underway seriously until late in September of 1953, 
lifter the women's city club survey had been completed. 

5. The women’s city club survey# represents a random sampling taken evenly 
throughout the entire area. This sampling ignoi*«d the fact that many buildings 
in the area will not be torn down for 2 to 3 years. 

It also ignored the fact that relocation, as planned and as being conducted in 
the area, is a piecemeal operation, with serious relocation efforts being concen- 
trated on only a relatively few buildings at any one time. 

In addition, the report discloses that no attempt was made to contact the fami- 
lies who had already been relocated, to include them in the survey, and to learn 
what assistance they had received in relocation and moving. 

6. The women’s city club report shows that, at a time when only 10 percent 
of the residential buildings in the area were being cleared, 18 percent of the 
persons interviewed stated that they were receiving relocation assistance, and 
10 percent stated that they had been promised moving expenses. This would 
seem to refute any allegation that Manhattantown, Inc., w’as shirking its 
responsibilities. 

7. Relocation has been a slow, careful process. The first group of 34 buildings 
was not cleared until March 15 of this year, or almost S months after the 
tenants had been notified that their buildings were scheduled for demolition. 
Clearance ol' the second group of 25 buildings, which was started in September 
of 1953, has not yet been completed. 

8. All buildings and demolition activities by the redeveloper are geared to its 
relocation efforts. 


9. The relocation activities of Manhattantown, Inc., are under the constant 
close supervision of the New York City Bureau of Real Estate. Relocation has 
been conducted in accordance with law and with decent human values. 

Manhattantown, Inc., has expended, directly and indirectly, large sums of 
nii/ney to assist site tenants to find, and move to, new quarters. 

10. The New York City Housing Authority, according to information furni.shed 
to Manhattantown, Inc., is making available a sufficient number of apartments 
in low-income projects to accommodate all site tenants who qualify under the law 
for public housing. 

Until such apartments are available, tenq>orary relocation in other apartments 
on the site is being used, and will be used. 

Temporary relocation, on-site, into buildings not scheduled for demolition for 
■6 to 3 years will also be used for families who are financially able and willing to 
move into the new buildings to be built in the area and for families who have 
oeen minble to find permanent housing outside the area, 

rile National Housing Act of 15)49 foresaw the need for on-site temporary 
relocation of tenants, and specifically authorized it. Manhattantown, Inc. 
lecognizes that this temporary on-site relocation does not satisfy its ultimate 
oDhgation to see that all site tenants are relocated into suitable permanent 
»^^’^*ommodations, and it is prepared to fulfill that obligation, 
r fl ' women’s city club report, based upon an erroneous premise, does not 
renect I he .situation as it existed at the time the .survey wtis being conducted 

It also does not reflect the situation as it exists today. Its recommendation, 
mereiore, that clearance at Manhattantown should be halted is not based on 
lact If adopted, it would constitute a serious blow to the clearance of slums 
ana the construction of safe, sanitary housing. 

women’s city club report shows how bad a slum area this is, and how 
beneficial its early and speedy abolition w'ould be. 

inconvenience is a necessary concomitant of all slum clearance. Every 
possible effort is being made by Manhattantown, Inc., to avoid any unnecessary 
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hardship in its efforts to construct decent housing in this presently substandard 
area, at prices consistent with the objectives of title I of the National Housine 
Act of 1949. * 

The survey conducted by the women’s city club in the spring and summer of 
1953 proceeded upon the false assumption that the entire six-block area would 
be cleared at once. In addition to this basic error, the sampling was far too small 
to reflect accurately the situation in the whole area. 

The conclusions are entirely inconsistent with what was actually happening 
at the time, and cannot therefore be made the basis for any substantial change 
in the present title I program. 

Manhattantown has not been callous or indifferent to the relocation prob- 
lems of the tenants in the area. On the contrary, in endeavoring to minhW 
the inconvenience to the tenants, Manhattantown has been delayed in the 
progress of its slum-clearance program. 

In a substantial number of cases, Manhattantown has had to proceed before 
the New York State Rent Commission for certiflcates permitting application to 
the courts for warrants of eviction and upon receiving the certiflcates had to then 
institute proceedings in court. In some cases, legal proceedings extended over a 
period of 7 months from the date Manhattantown made application to the rent 
commission and the date possession of the apartments could be obtained for 
demolition. 


\ 
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Report on relocation and site clearance — Residential tenants — Manhatlantovm site — Report week ending Sept, 17 ^ 1954 


Number of families 

Area 1 

Area 2 

Area 3 

Area 4 

Area 6 

Area 6 

Area 7 

Area 8 

Area 0 

Area 10 

Area 11 

Area 12 

Grand total 

1. At date of acquisition: 














V 

62 

106 

73 

84 

127 

86 

97 

106 

76 

102 

14 

18 

951 

NV 

170 

1 

297 

192 

265 

476 

272 

311 

296 

325 

396 

61 

73 

3, 123 

Total 

1 



! 









4,074 














1 

lA. Additional families since acqusition: 

1 













V 


• 2 











2 

NV - 


9 










1 

9 


! 













Total 

i 












11 






1 

.. 








2. Temporarily relocated, to: 














V 



1 

15 

29 

2 


5 

4 

13 

1 

3 

73 

NV.... 




68 

83 

8 

7 

15 

17 

39 

9 

12 

258 

Total 






i 







331 



1 



. . . .1 1 








3. Temporarily relocated, from: 


j 

i 












V 

24 

28 

19 

1 






1 



73 

NV 

79 

105 

65 

6 





2 

1 



258 



HiHHHHHHi 











Total 

mM 


mm 

IHIH 









331 










pBBBBlB 




4. Number of families relocated: 

j 













V 

38 

80 

55 

38 

59 

14 

19 

27 

18 

37 

4 

4 

393 

NV 

91 

201 

126 

91 

158 

41 

36 

52 

45 

94 

12 

19 

966 

Total.. 





PIIPIIIII 








1,359 



■■■■■■■ 

■■■■■■■ 






msaam 




6. Public bousing, low rent: 

• 








1 





V. 

15 

13 

11 

4 

13 

5 

9 

9 

3 

8 

1 


91 

NV 

10 

17 

12 

12 

17 

6 

11 

11 

6 

11 


4 

117 














Total 



SB 







■■■■■ 

mam 


208 














6. Public bousing, unsubsldlzed: 



mm 




j 


S| 





V : 

4 

3 


1 

2 

1 

3 

4 


6 



32 

NV - 



1 

1 

1 



2 

1 

3 



9 














Total - 













41 


1 





1 
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Report on relocation and site clearance — Residential tenants — Manhattantownt site — Report week ending Sept. 11, 195 ^ — Continued 


Number of families 

Area 1 

Area 2 

Area 3 

Area 4 

Areas 

Area 6 

Area 7 

1 

Areas 

Area 9 

Area 10 

Area 1 1 

Area 12 

Grand total 

7. Private rental housing, standard (L. P. A. 
referral); 

V 








1 






NV 


1 

1 


1 








3 

Total 







j 

1 














3 

8. Pri\^te rental housing, standard (self-located); 

19 

81 

62 

180 

37 

108 

33 

76 

43 

133 

7 

33 

7 

23 

13 

39 

10 

38 

j 

23 

77 

j 

3 

12 

4 

15 

261 

815 

NV 

Total . 













1,076 

9. Own home: 

V 














2 

3 

3 

4 


1 

5 

1 

1 


1 

1 




9 

19 

NV 


2 

1 

3 



Total •. 






1 








28 

10. Private rental housing, substandard: 














NV.- 





1 

1 

1 







3 

Total 













3 

11. Number of remaining families: 




60 

236 

97 

400 

74 

239 

78 

282 

84 

259 

62 

295 

77 

340 

11 

48 

17 

66 

560 
2, 166 

NV 



1 

Total 















2,726 

12. Percent of remaining families: 

V 

NV 


























Total 

- 





1 














t 





j 




Charles R. Corrino, 

Manager. 
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HOUSING AND HOME FINANCE AGENCY 

OFFICE OF THE ADMINIBTRATOR 
DIVISION OF Slum Clearance and Urran Redevelopment 


report OF relocation progress as of month ended SEPTEMBER 30, 1954 

Name and address of local public agency: Manhattaiitown, 39o (’entral Park 
West. New York 25 , N. Y. 

Project number ; -1-9 

Project name : Manhattantown 

Report for entire project 



A. Total number of families to be displaced (B+C) 

1. Ellpible for low-rent public bousing 

2 . Ineligible for low-rent public housing 

D. Total families for whom relocation responsibility has been dis- 
charged (H-2-l-3-f 4) - 

1. Relocated In rental housing (a-pb+c-t-d): 

a. Low-rent public housing. 

b. Other permanent public housing 

c. Private rental (LPA referral) 

d. Self-located private rental 

2. Purchased homes 

3. Evicted 

4. Disappeared, whereabouts unknown 

C. Total families still to be relocated (l-|-2-|-3) 

1. Families temporarily relocsitcd ofT-slte... 

2. On-site transfers 

3. Others 

D. Total eviction proceedings Instituted to date (l-j-2-f-3) 

1. Failure to pay rent 

2. Rofural to accept suitable accommodations. 

3. Other 




E. Total financial assistance granted to date (l-|-2-i-3-l-4). 

1. 1st raonlh’s rent for families 

2. Moving expenses for families... 

3. 1st month’s rent for Individual householders.. 

4. Moving expenses for individual householders 



F. Progress in relocation of others: 
1. Total 


2. Relocated 

3. Evicted 

4. Remaining on site. 



Individual householders 

White 

'Nonwhite 

Total 

513 

246 

759 

162 

80 

242 

3 

2 

5 

348 

164 

512 


Amount * 


$30, 710. 57 


13,831.89 
12, 846. 71 
1, 540. 47 
2, 491. 50 


Non- 

residcntial 

establish- 

ments 



Q. Progress in vacating structures: 
1. Total 


2. Vacated 

3. To be vacated. 


Residential 

Commer- 

cial 

276 

94 

65 

35 

211 

59 


Insti- 

tutional 


Total 



92 nonwhite families eligible for unsubsidized housing are Included in this figure. 
A oiai financial assistance as reported by the sponsors. 


60600—64 — pt. 4 29 
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The undersigned certifies that the relocation activities of the local public 
agency as reported herein have been carried out in accordance with the reloca- 
tion plan as approved by the Division. 

Chaeles R. Corrino, 

Manager. 

September 30, 1954. 

(The following was later received for the record :) 

Statement by Manhattantown, Inc. 

At a public hearing held before this committee on October 1, 1954, in the city 
of New York, testimony was taken concerning the operation of the slum-clearance 
project at West Park, also known as Manhattantown. This redevelopment site 
Includes an area of six square blocks bounded by 100th Street on the north, 
Central Park West on the east, 97th Street on the south, and Amsterdam Avenue 
on the west. This area is being redeveloped by Manhattantown, Inc., a private 
corporation, under the terms of a redevelopment plan and a contract between 
it and the city of New York. By this plan Manhattantown, Inc., is obligated to 
relocate all the families in the six-square-block area, demolish all the existing 
structures, convey to the city almost one-third of the cleared land for comimmity 
facilities and street-widening purposes, and construct on the remaining two- 
thirds multistory, fireproof, apartment buildings containing 2,560 apartments. 

At the public hearing on October 1, 1954, counsel for this committee questioned 
a representative of Manhattantown, Inc., upon various matters, including — 

(a) Delay in relocating tenants, demolishing all structures, and con- 
structing new structures at Manhattantown. Incidentally, effort was made 
to contrast this with Corlears Hook project ; 

(b) The amount of the legal fee paid by Manhattantown, Inc., to Rosen- 
man, Goldmark, Colin & Kaye, of which Samuel I. Rosenman is a member; 

(c) The discrepancy between the architect’s fee included in the first FHA 
application for a mortgage-loan insurance and the Manhattantown, Inc., con- 
tract with S. J. Kessler & Sons; 

{(1) The discrepancy between the builder’s fee included in the first FHA 
application for a mortgage-loan insurance and the contract between Rlan- 
hattantown, Inc., and Ferman Builders, Inc. ; and 

(e) Sums paid by Manhattantown, Inc., out of income from the current 
operation to certain individuals. 

With reference to the above items, Manhattantown, Inc., wishes to make the 
following statement by its president. Jack Ferman. 

I. AS TO the progress MADE IN THE ADVANCEMENT OF THE MANHATTANTOWN PROJECT 

A. Skidmore Owings progress charts 

The target dates which are set forth in the Skidmore Owings progress charts 
are not a part of the contract between Manhattantown and the city of New York. 
These charts were not shown to Manhattantown until months after Manhattan- 
town took over the project area. 

The contract between Manhattantown and the city of New York requires that 
Manhattantown complete the project within 4 years. The contract also states, 
however, that in the case of enforced delay, due to circumstances stated in para- 
graph 304 of the contract, the Committee on Slum Clearance Plans of the City 
of New York could extend the period of time for performance of the sponsor’s 
obligations.^ 

Some of the causes of delay mentioned in said contract under which the sponsor 
would be entitled to an extension of time for performance are — 

1. Any acts, laws, and regulations of the Federal Government or the 
State of New York including but not limited to controls or restrictions upon 
or requisitioning of materials, equipment, tools or labor due to war, national 
defense, or emergency or other unusual conditions ; 

2. JjUdicial or other legal restrictions on evictions ; 

3. 4cts of th^ city of New York; 

^ Time for performance In the contracts of each of the title I projects In New York City 
Is the same, 4 years. Manhattantown, however, has the largest number of families to 
relocate, the largest number of buildings to demolish, and the largest number of apartments 
to build. 
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4. Causes not reasonably foreseen by the parties to this contract at the 
time of execution of the contract which are beyond the control and without 
the fault of negligence of the sponsor. 

As shown by the contract itself, “causes not reasonably foreseen was only 
e of several types of causes of delay which would entitle the sponsor to an ex- 
tention of time for performance of its obligations. 


B Present status of relocation and demolition 
As of today the buildings in areas 1 and 2 of the Manhattnntown site have been 
demolished. The buildings in area 3 are now empty and are ready to be de- 
molished Thus, as of October 8, 15)r>4, 70 buildings are down and 20 additional 
buildings are ready for demolition. As soon as these last 20 buildings are 
demolished Manhattantown will have a sufficient land area cleared to construct the 
lirst 5 residential buildings in the project. These 5 buildings will contain about 
lOOO of the proposed 2,5L0 apartments in the project, or about 40 percent of the 
apartments to be contained in the whole proj.^ct. 


C. Reasons why more of the project area is not now ready for demolition 

1. Relocation of tenants. — (a) Rent-control law: Up to the time that Man- 
hattantown took over the area, the only large-scale relocation activity which 
had been conducted in the city of New Y(-rk was the clearing of sites by the Aew 
York City Housing Authority for the construction of public housing. The city 
of New York is exempt from the operation of the New York State emergeiu-y 
housing rent laws. Tiierefore, it can remove tenants from their apartments with- 
out first going to the New York State Kent ('ommission to obtain the necessary 
certificates of eviction. However, Manhattantown was not so exempt and it was 
necessary for it to go to the New York State Rent Commission to obtain the 
ni*cessary c(*rtificates. 

.4t the time Manhattantown took possession of the area the regulations issued 
hy the State rent administrator pursuant to the emergency rent laws did not 
iiutborize the issuance of certificates of eviction (without which no proceeding 
for evictions could be brought in the couris) in situations where the proposed 
demolition was for the purpose of constructing new residential baildings unlets 
the new buildings contained a greater number of housing units than presently 
existing. One of the basic purposes of the slum clearance program w as to reduce 
the population density in the slum areas — not to increase it. The new dw-eiliugs 
(under the redevelopment plan) in Manliattantown were to contain fewer housing 
units than the slum dwelling being replaced. By delinition, therefore, Mau- 
liattautowu could not proceed under the existing eviction regulations. 

The regulations had to be changed. On June 1.5, 19,53, as the result of coufer- 
piices iiiul rc(iuests made by iMauhattantown to the New York State rent admin- 
istrator the State rent commission adopted amendment 13 to the regulations 
which amended them in such a manner as would pern.lt Manhattantown to pro- 
ceed with its relocation and demolition activities. It was only after this amend- 
ment had become effective on the above date that iManhattantown was enabled 
lo institute proceedings to remove tenants who refused to accept relocation. 
Many tenants, up to that time, knowing that Manhattantown lacked ehectixe 
power to remove them, had refused reasonable relocation offers. 

Manhattantown proceeded within 4,5 clays of the eflective date of the amended 
regulation for certificates of eviction which would enable them to petition the 
courts for orders of eviction where the tenants would not accept reasonable 
offers of relocation. 

Delay was incurred without fault of Manhattantown in the processing of the 
fipplications by the State rent commission. 

Further delay, again without fault of Manhattantown, was caused when the 
courts in the city of New Y’^ork, in granting orders for eviction, conditioned 
hieir decisions upon further delay in the execution of a warrant of eviction. 

in some cases Manhattantown, although it exercised due diligence, was not 
«)le to obtain possession of an apartment up to 7 months from the date it iu- 
siituted proceedings before the rent commission. As a matter of good will 
ana to comply with its contractual obligations, proceedings to evict tenants 
hn!? usual rule, instituted unless the tenant had turned down Man- 

"“^'antowiTs offers for relocation. 

The delay thus incurred was certainly an excusable delay pursuant to the 
*^ond cause of delay set forth in paragraph 304 of the contract. The delay 
amod well into the latter part of 1953 and into the first part of 1954. 
ifie contract did not require that this delay be an unforeseen one. 
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(6) Litigation against proceeding with the project — Hunter v. Vity of 
York : Any attempt by Manhattantown to carry out extensive relocation on a 
voluntary basis prior to the change in the regulations as stated before was 
blocked by the institution in November of 1952 of a lawsuit brought by a number 
of tenants in three of the slum-clearance sites (including Manhattantown but 
not Oorlears Hook) on behalf of themselves and on behalf of others similarly 
situated to enjoin the city of New York and the slum-clearance sponsors (in- 
cluding Manhattantown) from “performing, giving effect to, or proceeding, in 
any manner, shape, or form, so as to perform or give effect to any term' or 
terms of a redevelopment contract existing between the city of New York and 
Manhattantown, Inc.” 

Manhattantown and the other defendants answered and moved promptly to 
dismiss the action. 

On March 13, 1953, an order was entered denying the request for an injunction 
and dismissing the complaint. The tenants had an additional 30 days within 
which to appeal the decision. They did not appeal. Thus it was not until the 
middle of April of 1953 that Manhattantown could seriously undertake even 
voluntary relocation. 

While the pendency of the suit did not constitute a judicial restriction on evic- 
tions, the institution of the suit was certainly unforeseen and it would have 
been hazardous and irresponsible for Manhattantown then to proceed with a 
relocation program while the suit was pending. Indeed, if it had attempted 
to initiate sqch a program while suit was pending, it might have given cause 
for the issuance of a temporary restraining order because the issue before the 
court was the legality of the entkre program. 

While the action was pending Manhattantown and the city relocation officials 
did, however, interview the re.sidents in the area .so that they would be in a 
position to proceed .should the court permit the program to continue. 

2. Invcstiyations 1)y HHFA and Sienntc Banking and Currency Cnnunitfcc — 
As soon as the danger that the progi*am would be enjoined by the courts had 
passed and the regulations of the State rent commission had been amended so 
that the spon.sor could ask the State rent commission for certificates to proceed 
in the courts to remove tenants who refuse to be relocated, Manhattantown 
proceeded to clear the buildings in the fir.st three areas of its project site. 

By the spring of 1954, Manhattantown had made a great deal of progress in 
clearing areas 1, 2, and 3 of tenants. At that time, i. e., the spring of 1054, there 
visited Manhattantown fir.st the auditors and the inspectors of the Housing and 
Home Finance Agency and then the auditors and investigators of this committee. 
Relocation and demolition activities bad had sufficient momentum to cany 
through the spring and summer of this year. As f)f October 8, 1954, 79 biiildinirs 
have been cleared and demolished. Twenty-nine additional buildings have been 
cleared and are ready for demolition. 

One thousand one hundred and seventy-nine apartments in which lived 1,388 
families have been cleared. 

Manhattantown, as of October 1954. has relocated almost twice as man)’ 
families as were contained in the entire project site at Corlears Hook. That 
area contained only 718 families living in 47 buildings. 

Relocation and demolition have been at a stiindstill for some weeks. Messrs. 
Caspert and Silver, in charge of operations and relocation, I'espectively, have 
been engaged in appearing before this committee, each having appeared 3 or 4 
times at public and/or private hearings in which they were required to search 
their memories and their papers to shed light on events which occurred 3 and 4 
years ago. 

Invitations to bid for the wrecking job on area 3 to demolish the 29 buildings 
now standing empty and ready for demolition have received no re.sponse. The 
wreckers who pei*formed the work in areas 1 and 2 were called before the investi- 
gators of this committee and interrogated as to how they obtained the wrecking 
contract. Under these circumstances, wreckers would just as soon take jobs 
other than those which would, require their appearance before a Senate 
committee. 

The Inability of the work to progi*ess because of the investigation was certainly 
unforeseen by the parties to the contract. 

3. Delay in FHA financing . — Prom the outset, it was generally understood 
that this was a novel type of project and it would thus be necessaiT for FHA to 
insure the mortgage loans for the construction of the new buildings. The Hous- 
ing and Home Finance Agency which is charged with carrying out title I of the 
Housing Act of 1949 is also the parent agency of the FHA. 
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After the areas had been defined, Manhattantown met with FHA represeuta' 
tives in New York as early as May of 1953 preparatory to filing its first applica- 
tion. The reaction of the New York office was that it would not approve slum 
gitesin New York (fity for FHA loans. 

At a later time, the local office said that they would process an application, 
but that it would be necessary for Manhattantown to obtain a priority. Man- 
hattantown requested such a priority ami received one. Plans for the project 
were submitted to the FHA in July of 1953. The FHA local office in New York 
then stated that because they would consider the area as a slum area a shorter 
economic life would be ascribed to the new buildings. This would decrease the 
amortization period and consequently increa.'<e the j^early can-ying charges to an 
extent which would make the renting of the apartments difficult. 

In September of 1953, the FHA local office in New York informed Commis- 
sioner Mo.ses of the New Y’^ork City Committee on Slum Clearance Plans that a 
temporary freeze which had existed on the proce.-^sing of slum-clearance applica- 
tions had been lifted. In November of lt)53, Commissioner Moses wrote to Mr. 
Cole, the Fediu-al Housing Administrator, and told him that slum-clearance proj- 
ects were being held up by the FHA’s slowness in acting. 

It was not until late in December of 1953 that the FHA agreed to accept an 
application from Manhattantown. Such application was filed in December of 
1953. 

Early in 1954, the Housing bill of 1954 was passed by the House and was 
pending in the Senate. This bill included provisions for slum-clearance projects. 
The investigation by this committee camsed the Senate to delay pas.-^age until 
very recently and, as a result, the FHA has not to this date formulated regula- 
tions under the new act giving effect to the slum-clearance provisions. Appli- 
cation forms for mortgage loan insurance under section 220 — the «lum-clearance 
provisi(His of the act — are not available at the local office in New Y'ork. 

II. RETAINER AGREEMENT WITH ROSENMAN GOLDMARK COLIN & KAYE AS COUNSEI. 

FOR MANHATTANTOWN, INC. 

Roseimian Goldmark Colin & Kaye was retained by Manhattantown after the 
latter had acquired title to the slum area from the city of New York and over 
4 months after the contract between Manhattantown and the city of New York 
was executed. 

Ros(Miinan Goldmark Colin & Kaye has a retainer agi’eement to perform legal 
services for Manhattantown, Inc., from October 1, 1952, until September 30, 
1960. Originally, the retainer was to run for (> years, but at the request of 
.Manhattantown it was reduced in annual amount and extended to 8 years with 
the total amount of payment for the 8 year.s remaining the same as for the 0 
years. The committee has been provided wdth copies of the original and revised 
retainer agreements. 

Rosenmaii Goldmark Colin & Kaye has jierformed services in connection with 
Mahhattaiitown’s litigations, real estate tax questions, rent control problems and 
like matters. 

Rn.seiunan Goldmark Colin & Kaye has had no dealings with FHA or with 
HHFA (111 behalf of Manhattantown. 

Rosenman Goldmark Colin & Kaye has not received .$250,000 in fees from 
Manhattantown as was mistakenly stateil in one of the press reports of the 
public hearing of October 1. 1954. 

Manhattantown has been informed by Rosenman Goldmark Colin & Kaye that 
as of October 8, l!).'i4, the attorneys of that firm (partners and a.ssociate.s) have 
spent ill ('xcess of 3,3.50 hours in performing services for Manhatlantowii. For 
those services Rosenman Goldmark Colin & Kaye ha.s to date been paid $(>7,500 
hy Manhattantown. Manhattantown has l.een further informed by Rosenman 
holdmark Colin & Kaye that said sum is less than the amount called for by 
ttoseumaii Goldmark Colin & Kaye's usual hourly rates for the number of hours 
or services actually performed. 

in. 5 PERCENT FEES IN THE FHA MORTOAGE LOAN APPLICATION FOR BUILDER AND 

ARCHITECT 

In December of 19.53, an application for mortgage loan insurance was sub- 
mitted to the FHA for the first residential building to be constructed on a portion 
or the Manhattantown area which had been cleared of dwellings. This nppli- 
chtion listed Manhattantown’s estimated costs of construction. Among other 
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things, there were inclurleil in that list items for a builder’s fee and for an 
architect’s fee. The estimated costs for the builder’s fee was stated to be 5 
percent of the cost of construction. The estimated costs for architect’s fees was 
also stated to he 5 percent of the cost of consti*uction. 

At the public hearing on October 1, 1954, reference was made to the fact that 
Manhattantown had a contract with Ferman Builders, Inc., to perform services 
for 1 percent of cost and a contract with S. J. Kessler & Sons, architects, for 
percent of cost. Copies of these contracts had been previously submitted 
to the committee by Manhattantown. The inference at the public hearing was 
that Manhattantown’s December 1953 application to the FHA should have listed 
the builder’s fee at 1 percent of cost and the architect’s fee at 1^ percent of cost 
rather than at 5 percent each because of said contracts. 

The fact is, however, that the fees set forth in Manhattantown’s application 
were entirely proper. 

(а) As to the builder^ s fee 

The contract between Manhattantown and Ferman Builders provides for 
supervisory services only. It does not cover all the services which a builder 
usually supplies. The reason for this is that the Ferman Builders’ contract Is 
only 1 percent with a top limit of $275,000, whereas the normal builder’s fee 
is 5 percent. 

When the builder’s fee is fl'^ed at 5 percent, it covers not only supervisory 
services (such as the Ferman Builders’ contract covers), but also the following 
which the builder pays at his own expense: 

1. The salaries of resident superintendents, expeditors, estimators, engineers, 
foremen, timekeepers, checkers, detuilmen, watchmen, and other residential labor 
necessary in coimection with the project. 

2. The erection of field offices and shanties and providing the equipment 
thereof. 

3. Procurement of necessary permits required by all departments having jur- 
isdiction from the inception of the work through to completion, including cer- 
tificates of occupancy. 

4. Tools, supplies, gas, electricity, telephone, photostats, bine prints, transits, 
and stationery. 

5. Rental of miscellaneous equipment such as pumps and hoses. 

6. Transportation. 

7. Insurance and taxes in connection with the above. 

The contract between Manhattantown and Ferman Builders for a 1 percent 
fee naturally does not require Ferman Builders to pay for the above items. 
Manhattontown itself will have to pay these builder’s costs. 

Manhattantown, In its application to the FHA, thus estimated builder’s fees 
at 5 x)ercent of construction costs because its contract with Ferman Builders for 
1 percent did not cover all the services and co.sts which normally are covered by 
a builder’s fee of 5 i>ercent. 

(б) As to the architects fee 

Manhattantown has entered into a contract with S. .T. Kessler & Sons whereby 
the latter is to provide the architectural work for the entire project nt a fee of 
1%^ percent of the cost of the work. However, the contract provides that Man- 
hattantown must pay Kessler certain stipulated .sums on the comjiletion of .speci- 
fied work, the payments ultimately to be charged against their total fee for the 
project. Manhattantown, by contract, thus must pay Kessler : 


For preliminary building plans and site plans $9,000 

For sketch floor plans for the buildings I'), 000 

For drawings, architectural, .structural, mechanical, and site plans ready 

for filing with FHA .SO, 000 

When complete plans have been approved by FHA 50, 000 


Total 104.000 

# 


Thus, before construction on the fii*st building gets under way, Manhattan- 
town must pay its architetrt the sura of $104,000 for work covering the entire 
project area. It is to be noted in this connection that the FIIA has taken 
the position that it will not approve an application for the first building on 
a site unless plans for the entire site are first submitted to and approved by it. 

Manhattantown included in its application to the FHA a figure for architect’s 
fees which would approximate the $104,000 it had already obligated itself to 
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pay in order to make the construction of the first building (with reference to 
which n loan was being sought) possible. The maximum amount permitted by 
the FHA for architect’s fees was 5 percent of the estimated costs. In this 
case the 5 percent of the estimated costs amounted to $90,000. As a consequence 
Maiihattantown’s application specified that the estimated architect’s fee would 
be 5 percent of costs. 

Furthermore, it is to be noted that the Kessler fee of 11/4 percent did not 
include any extra work which would have to be done if the plans for the build- 
ing were ordered changed by any of the city’s agencies to comply with changes 
in the laws or regulations. That fee also did not cover architectural services 
required for certain steel detailing and other work which, according to the 
custom in the trade, are usually handled by outside architects. It is therefore 
submitted that Manhattantown’s application quite properly estimated builder’s 
and architect’s fees for a total of 10 percent. 

(c) Practice of pei'mitting a total of 10 percent for huilder and architect fees 

In the past, the FHA. under its regulations, has permitted the inclusion 
in the statement of estimated costs of construction a builder’s fee of 5 percent 
and an architect’s fee of 5 percent. That such fees, totaling 10 percent for 
builder’s and architect’s services, are reasonable, was recognized by this com- 
mittee in its report No. 1472 of the Housing Act of lJ)r>4. The report states at 
pages 4()26 and 4027 of the United States Code Congressional and Administrative 
News : 

"All appropriate expenditures, could be included in the actual costs which are 
certified by the mortgagor under this section. These would include the actual 
cost to the mortgagor of construction, including amounts paid for labor, mate- 
rials, construction contracts, offsite public utilities, streets, organizational, and 
legal expenses; and other items of expense approved by the Federal Housing 
Commissioner, including a reasonable allowance for builder’s profit if the mort- 
gagor is also the builder as defined by the Commissioner. As a guide to the 
Commissioner in establi.shing this allowance, your committee wishes to express 
job’^*^'^ amount should not exceed 10 i>ercent of the other co.sts of the 


IV. TKSTIMONY OF HERBERT LARSEN, ACCOUNTANT FOR THE COMMITTEE, AS TO PAY- 
MENTS BY MANHATTANTOWN TO CERTAIN INDIVIOUALS 

October 1, 19.54, Mr. Larsen, an employee of the General 
Accounting Office, gave testimony relating to certain charts which he had 
conipihd from the books of Manhattantown, Inc., .Tohn L. Hennessy & Co. (Man- 
hattanlown division), and Apartment Equipment Rental Co. 

Mr, Larsen testified that the charts contained, among other things the salaries 
and contract income of stockholders of Manhattantown (includin^’equitnble in- 
terest holders) and their relatives. The charts which were .submXd as ex- 
hibifs contradicted Mr. Larsen’s testimony to .«ome extent. ‘ 

testified that the salaries totaled' $221,637.59 and that th^ con- 
approximately $190,(100. Th,‘ exhibits showed the first item 
and the second item at $142,111.07 

riai 7 Manhattantown to its investors were for .services ren- 

eied b.\ them in operating and maintaining the present six-sipiare-b’ock area 
and in planning the future conatriietion of the now buildimrs. Th^s work had 
someone. Someone had to do the auditing work; someone had to 
*®^ation , someone had to collect the rents ; someone had to be the archi- 
pannlelu^^^Tr the builder; someone had to run the maintenance de- 

thesnervicei.^^^ >^ubstantial sums of money had to be paid to someone for 

t that the services were performed by persons or relatives of persons 
^ I'lanhattantown is immaterial. The past business and 

Z^Man^ntfanf.-wn*® ‘hem for exactly what they were 

It has also been charged that the sums received bv the investors etc were 
roughly proportionate to the sum- invested bv each of them ’ 

frorrifunhrtt^nt^^^^^ investors in Manhattantown have rei^eived no moneys 
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State of New York, 

County of New York, as: 

Jack Fbrman, being duly sworn, deposes and says that he is the president of 
Manhattantown, Inc., the corporation which has made the foregoing statement; 
that he has read the foregoing statement and knows the contents thereof and the 
same is true to his own knowledge, except as to the matters stated to be upon 
information, and as to those matters he believes it to be true. 

Deponent further states that the foregoing statement was prepared and is sub- 
mitted to the Senate Committee on Banking and Currency, to be included upon 
the committee’s approval aa part of the public record in lieu of oral testimony 
before the committee by him. 

The foregoing statement is hereby sworn to as stated above and shall be 
deemed to have the full force and effect of a sworn statement made at a regular 
public hearing of the Senate Committee on Banking and Currency, 

Jack Ferman. 

Sworn to before me this 11th day of October 1954. 

Anthony Gagliano, 
Notary Public, State of New York. 

Commission expires March 30, 1955. 

Mr. Rosenman. This document will show we met every single charge 
made by the women’s city club. 

Senator Bush. I think you are entitled to that. 

Mr. Rosenman. I think you realize the dilemma we are in, with 
somebody saying we are moving them out too fast, and the staff saying 
we aren’t moving them out fast enough. 

Senator Bush. We realize we are in a real dilemma as to the wdiole 
thing. 

The committee will be in recess until 2 o’clock. 

( Wliereupon, at 12 : 25 p. m., a recess was taken until 2 p. m., of the 
same day.) 

AFTERNOON SESSION 

Senator Bush. The committee will come to order, please. 

Is Mr. Abraham E. Kazan here ? 

Will you come forward, please ? 

Will you raise your right hand : 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony which you will ^ive 
before this committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Kazan. Ido. 

TESTIMONY OF ABRAHAM E. KAZAN, CORLEARS HOOK, NEW 

YORK, PROJECT 

Senator Bush. Please be seated and give your correct name to the 
clerk. 

Mr. Kazan. Abraham E. Kazan. I reside at 130 Gale Place, Bronx, 

KY. 

Senator Bush. Mr. Simon. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Kazan, you ave the manager of the Corlears Hook 
slum-clearance project, are you? 

Mr. K azan. lam. 

Mr. Simon. Is that being undertaken by a corporation known as the 
East River Housing Co. ? 

Mr. Kazan. East River Housing Corp. 

Mr. Simon. East River Housing Corp. ? 

Mr. Kazan. Yes. 
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Mr. Simon. And you are the salaried head of that corporation? 

Mr. Kazan. I am the president and the manager of the project. 

Mr. Simon. And who owns the stock of the company ? 

Mr. ICazan. At this time there are 3 stockholders, each holding 1 
share of stock. The 3 are Robert Szold, Frederick Unhui, and myself. 

Mr. Simon. Do you hold that stock in trust for the Ladies Garment 
WorWs Union ? 

Mr. Kazan. No. We are holding the stock in trust for the future 
cooperators or tenants of the project. 

Mr. Simon. Who contracted to purchase the land from the city i 

Mr. Kazan. The East River Housing Corp. 

Mr. Simon. And what was the price they agreed to pay for the 
land ? 

Mr. KAzan. We agreed to pay $1,049,000, and this figured at $2 
per square foot. 

Mr. Simon. That was the estimated value of the raw land, exclud- 
ing tlie improvements that were previously on the land ? 

Mr. Kazan. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. The cost to the city of acquiring the land, with the 
former improvements, was $3,351,420? 

Mr. Kazan. I don’t remember the figure, but if you have that figure 
it must be right. 

Mr. Simon. That is approximately $6 a square foot? 

Mr. Kazan. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. When did you sign your contract with the city? 

Mr. Kazan. Some time in May of 1952. 

Mr. Simon. That was the same month that the Manhattantown 
project contract was signed? 

Mr. Kazan. Right. 

Mr. Simon. Were you here this morning, Mr. Kazan ? 

Mr. Kazan. I was. 

Mr. Simon. You heard the testimony as to the character of the 
contract between Manhattantown and the city of New York? 

Mr. Kazan. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Is your contract similar? 

Mr. KAzan. Right. 

Mr. Simon. And you had 4 years to demolish your old buildings and 
build the new ones? 

Mr. Kazan. Exactly. 

Mr. Simon. How far along have you gone on demolishing the old 
buildings ? 

Mr. Kazan. All the buildings that are in the way of construction 
have been demolished. There are about six buildings on the fringe 
of the project that are still in operation, or have not b^een demolished. 

Mr. Simon. Do you intend to demolish them ? 

Mr. Kazan. Yes, as soon as the new buildings are completed because 
some of the tenants living in these buildings have come back to the 
project. 

Mr. Simon. But the land on which those buildings are situated is 
not to be utilized in your new program; is that right? 

Mr. Kazan. It is to be utilized for a parking area, for other activi- 
ties there. 
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Mr. Simon. But i[ill th6 lands on which you are going to build have 
been demolished ? 

Mr. Kazan. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. When did you complete that demolition? 

Mr. Kazan. We started immediately after taking title, and we are 
continuing until this date to demolish. In fact, we are doing some 
demolition work at this time. We have a triangular block which is 
going to be used for commercial purposes. We did not rush to de- 
molish those buildings until about a week ago. 

Mr. Simon. When had you completed the demolition of the build- 
ings on which new residential properties are to be built ? 

Mr. Kazan. About 8 months ago. 

Mr. Simon. About 8 months ago? 

Mr. Kazan. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. When did you start to construct the new buildings! 

Mr. !1 ^zan. In March of 1954. 

Mr. Simon. In March of 1954? 

^ Mr. Kazan. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. How many apartment units will there be in the new 
buildings? 

Mr. Kazan. 1,668. 

Mr. Simon. And are those going to be sold to the future occupants 
on a cooperative basis? 

Mr. Kazan. Right. 

Mr. Simon. And they will then become the stockholders in this East 
River Corp., of which there are now only three shares outstanding? 

Mr. Kazan. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. The project had approximately how many families liv- 
ing on it at the time you acquired it? 

Mr. Kazan. 878. 

Mr. Simon. And were all of those 878 families relocated? 

Mr. Kazan. With the exception of about 135, half of whom will 
come back to the new project, and the other half have to be relocated. 

Mr. Simon. Did you have any unusual difficulties in relocating the 
743 that were relocated ? 

Mr. Kazan. Well, the usual difficulties. A good many of them went 
to the city housing projects. The others were relocated by the cor- 
poration. 

Mr. Simon. Bv your corporation ? 

Mr. Kazan. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did difficulties in relocation delay the demolition of the 
buildings? \ , 

Mr. Kazan. In part, I would say yes, but you couldn’t expect any 
better result or any better methods. As we vacated the buildings we 
demolished the building. 

Mr. Simon. In spite of whatever delays you had because of reloca- 
tion, you still demolished all the buildings on the land on which you 
intend to build housing families within about a year and a half? 

Mr. Kazan. Right. 

Mr. Simon. The new buildings that are being built, how far along 
are they ? 

Mr. Kazan. Building No. 1, there are 4 buildings in total. Build- 
ing No. 1 is on the second story. It is a rein forced-concrete building, 
and they are pouring concrete on the second story. 
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Building No. 2, concrete is being poured on the fii-st slab. 

Building No. 3, the foundations are completed, and building No. 4, 
they are just pouring concrete or completing the pile cap, as you call 
them. 

Mr. Simon. The price you had to pay the city for the raw land, did 
you pay one-third of it, or did you pay the full purchase price ? 

Mr. Kazan. W e paid the entire amount. 

Mr. Simon. You didn’t asked them to give you an extended period 
to pay two-thirds of it? 

Mr. Kazan. No. We paid 50 percent immediately after taking 
title, and the other 50 percent about 5 or 6 months afterward. We 
didn’t want to pay interest on the money that we owed the city. 

Mr. Simon. So you paid the whole thing? 

Mr. Kazan. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. As I understand it, the new buildings are being built 
without Government financing; is that right? 

Mr. Kazan. The buildings are being built without Government 
financing, although we lost about 8 months’ time in our attempt to get 
Government financing. 

Mr. Simon. When did you file your application with FHA? 

Mr. Kazan. The application was formally filed on December 19, 
1953, and I got a commitment at the end of 10 — in 1952, I am sorry. 
Mr. Simon. You filed it December 15, 1952? 

Mr. Kazan. December 19, 1952. We got a commitment at the end 
of 1953, but I couldn’t use the commitment. 

Mr. Simon. Because it was too high ? 

Mr. Kazan. The conditions imposed on us were impossible for us 
to comply with. 

Mr. Simon. Now, what did you estimate to be the cost of construct- 
in^^ these new buildings? 

Mr. Kazan. We estimated our cost, including the shopping center, 
to be $19,100,000 in round figures. 

Mr. Simon. How big a mortgage did you ask FHA to insure on 
the residential properties ? 

Mr. Kazan. FIIA finally approved a loan of $14,638,000. 

Mr. Simon. How did that compare with your estimate of what that 
would cost? 

Mr. Kazan. That would have been sufficient to complete the job, 
except that the FHA authorities insisted that we must provide $7 mil- 
lion in cash over and above the mortgage in order to go out for tlie job. 

Mr. Simon. Is that because they insisted your costs were going to 
be $20 million ? . 

Mr. Kazan. They insisted the costs would be higher than what the 
estimated costs were, or what we have proven to them by contracts 
that the costs would be. 

1 Simon. You had contracts with subcontractors to build this 
imiiding at a figure which would total about 14 to 15 million dollars 
lor the completed project ; is that right? 

Mr. Kazan. Right. 

mimon^^^^^^ I^HA told you it would cost you more than $20 

Mr. Kazan. That is right. 

wh ' reason or do you have any laiowledge 

iiy iUlA insisted it was going to cost you more than the actual 
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amount that the contractors had agreed with you to build the build- 
ingforl 

Mr. Kazan. I don’t know why they estimated that high, but the 
fad; is they did estimate that the project would cost more than we 
estimated. 

In November of 1963, I siibmited to them all, or most of the con- 
tracts that I had signed with subcontracts, to prove to them that 
$16,100,000 is all that we need. However, that did not satisfy the 
FHA people. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know whether their computation of this mucli 
higher cost resulted from their normal, usual methods of computing 
costs? 

Mr. Kazan. Evidently it did. 

Mr. Simon. But you had firm contracts that were about two- 
thirds of that amount? 

Mr. ELazan. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And as a result of the disagreement you had with them 
on how much it was going to cost to build the building you have gone 
ahead without Government financing? 

Mr. Kazan. Right. 

Mr. Simon. Wlien do you contemplate the buildings will be finished, 
Mr. Kazan? 

Mr. KIazan. The first building should be completed by July 1955, 
and the other buildings will follow about a month apart. 

Mr. Simon. Do you think thej^ will be finished, tlien, by the end of 
1955 ! 

Mr. Kazan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. That will be well ahead, or at least 5 or 6 months ahead 
of the 4-year period provided for in your contract with tlie city? 

Mr. Kazan. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Is that right? 

Mr. Kazan. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Kazan, I believe you have some views on ho^v FHA 
should operate that might be helpful to the committee. Would you be 
so good as to give them to us ? 

Mr. Kazan. Well, my opinion is that the FHA, as set up, protects 
the bank rather than the individual consumer, or helps the bank 
rather than the individual tenant. Up to the time no FHA was in 
existence, or no FHA guaranties were available, the banks were care- 
ful in making their loans and had to supervise construction, and would 
not approve a loan where the rentals did not justify in a particular 
neighborhood. But with the FHA in the picture the banks are not 
very much interested as to what type of a building you are erecting. 
As long as they get the insurance you can build a chicken coop instead 
of a good house, and that is very bad. 

On the other hand, housing is very badly needed, and you can’t 
blame the poor devil that has no home or no place to live, when he 
agrees to pay the rental tliatn.s imposed upon him. 

In my opinion, if the FHA would restrict its insurance to that 
part of the mortgage over and above that permitted by the State 
banking department, and shifting the regulation or supervision of the 
construction back to the institution that makes the loan it would help 
a great deal. 
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Mr. Simon. By “help a great deal,” you mean the projects would be 

on a sounder basis ? 

Mr. Kazan. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You are quoted, Mr. Kazan, in one of the newspapers 
as having said, and I quote from what the newspaper quotes you as 
having said : 

In a general way, housing should be taken out of the hands of government. 
It should help people who want to build, but government shouldn’t be in the 
housing business. 

Is tliat accurately expressed ? 

Mr. Kazan. Tliat is accurate. That is my contention. 

Mr. Simon. Then this goes on to say ; but no longer quoting you : 

He feels his own experience with the FHA, when he was getting the Corlears 
project started, is typical. This agency wanted to figure 20 percent more for 
expenses than he knew it should cost. 

That is what you said a moment ago ? 

Mr. Kazan. Not expenses. You mean the construction costs, 20 per- 
cent more on the construction cost. 

Mr. Simon. It says expenses here, but I understand you. 

Tliank you. 

Senator Bush. We certainly thank you very much. Tliat is a very 
interesting testimony you have given, and we appreciate very much 
your cooperation with this committee. 

Thank you. 

Mr. Edward Dwyer. 

Will you raise your right hand, please, Mr. Dwyer : 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you will give before this 
committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God? 

TESTIMONY OF EDWARD A. DWYER, WATSON BOULEVARD 
APARTMENTS, BINGHAMTON, N. Y., ETC. 

Mr. Dwyer. I do. 

Senator Bush. Please be seated. 

Will you give your correct name and address to the clerk, please? 

Mr. Dwyer. Edward A. Dwyer, 14 Zane Road, Binghamton, N. Y. 

Senator Bush. Mr. Simon. 

Mr. Simon. 14 Zane 

Mr. Dwyer. Zane, Z-a-n-e. 

Mr. Simon. Zane Road, Binghamton, N. Y. ? 

Mr. Dwyer. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Were you formerly employed by the Federal Housing 
Administration, Mr. Dwyer? 

Mr. Dwyer. I was. 

Mr. Simon. During what period of time ? 

Mr. DwYiim. From 1937 to 1952. 

Mr. Simon. What was your position ? 

Mr. Dwyer. Valuator in the Binghtunton office. 

Mr. Simon. Were you in the Binghamton office during the entire 
15 years you were with the FHA ? 

Mr. Dwyer. I might have worked for shorter periods out of Bing- 
hamton, sometimes in Rochester or Buffalo, but not for over a week at 
a time. 
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Mr. Simon. Do you know a man named Corcoran ? 

Mr. Dwyer. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know a man named Edwards? 

Mr. Dwyer. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. That is Leonard R. Corcoran and Wayne E. Edwards? 
Mr. Dwyer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. In 1947 did you have any discussions with Mr. Corcoran 
and Mr. Edwards about a section 608 project? 

Mr. Dwyer. I think it was later than that. 

Mr. Simon. 1948? 

Mr. Dwyer. I think it was 1948 or 1949 ; 1948, 1 believe. 

Mr. Simon. Do you recall what time of the year it might have bw}!! ? 
Mr. Dwyer. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Simon. Do you recall where the discussions, the first discus- 
sions, took place ? 

Mr. Dwyer. In Binghamton. 

Mr. Simon. Do you recall where? Was it in your home or in your 
office? 

Mr. Dwyer. I don’t remember that. 

Mr. Simon. Had you had any previous business dealings with either 
Corcoran or Edwards? 

Mr. Dwyer. Well, Corcoran was a mortgage broker. 

Mr. Simon. What was Edwards’ business ? 

Mr. Dwyer. He was a contractor. 

Mr. Simon. Had they both done business with FHA ? 

Mr. Dwyer. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Was their business such that a substantial part of their 
business was with FHA ? 

Mr. Dwyer. I don’t believe Corcoran’s business was. 

Mr. Simon. Did you say he was a mortgage banker. 

Mr. Dwyer. Mortgage broker. 

Mr. Simon. Did he. act as broker on mortgages that were insured 
by FHA? 

Mr. Dwyer. Not so much on residential work, no. Later he got into 
that. 

Mr. Simon. In 1948 did the three of you decide to build a section 
608? 

Mr. Dwyer. Yes, we did. 

Mr. Simon. Were each of you going to own one-third of the stock ? 
Mr. Dwyer. That is right. 

Mi*. Simon. Did you incorporate, or was there incorporated a com- 
pany to build the project? 

Mr. Dwyer. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What was the name of that corporation ? 

Mr. Dwyer. Watson Boulevard Apartments, I believe. 

Mr. Simon. Wlien was that company incorporated ? 

Mr. Dwyer. I think it was 1948. 

Mr. Simon. Did you draw the plans for that project ? 

Mr. Dwyer. I drew the preliminaiw plans. 

Mr. Simon. And they were later submitted to FHA for approval ? 
Mr. Dwyer. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Were they approved by FHA ? 

Mr. Dwyer. No. There was a right-of-way across the proj)erty that 
made it nece^ssary to redraw the plans. 
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Mr. Simon. Who redrew them? 

Mr. Dwyer. Ward & Moore. 

Mr. Simon. Ward & Moore. Were they paid for redrawing them ? 
Mr. Dwyer. Yes. 

Mr Simon. How much were they paid ? 

Mr. Dwyer. I don’t have the amounts. 

Mr. Simon. What was the capital stock of the Watson Boulevard 
Apartments ? 

Mr. Dwiter. Do you mean how much did we each invest ? 

Mr. Simon. How much stock? ^Vhklt was the total stock, first? 

Mr. Dwyer. I don’t know that. 

Mr. Simon. Was it 30 shares? 

Mr. Dwi*er. We each owned a third of it. I don't know what the 
total amount was. 

Mr. Simon. Wasn't it 30 shares and you each had 10 shares? 

Mr. Dwyer. It is probable. 

Mr. Simon. How much did you pay for your 10 shares? 

Mr. Dwyer. $1,000. 

Mr. Simon. Did you each pay $1,000? 

Mr. Dwyer. Yes. 

Mr. Si^ioN. Then the total capital stock would have been $3,000; is 
that right ? ’ ’ 

Mr. Dwyer. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. How big a mortgage did you get out of the FHA? 

Mr. Dwyer. Three-hundred-and-forty-thousand-some-odd dollars. 
Mr. Simon. Who built the building? 

Mr. Dwyer. Wayne Edwards. 

Mr. Simon. Wayne Edwards? 

Mr. Dwyer. Yes. 


Mr. Simon. What was the actual cost of construction of the 
building? 

Mr. Dwyer. T don’t know that. 

Mr. Simon. After paying the cost of construction and the cost of 
the land and the carrying charges, how much money did you have left 
out of (lip mortgage proceeds? 

Mr. Dwyer. I don't have aceurate figures on that. I have no 
books. 

Mr. Simon. What is your best recollection of how much was left 
over? 


Mr. Dwyer. 
Mr. Si:\rox. 
Mr. Dwyer. 
Mr. Simon. 
Mr. Dwytir. 
Mr. Simon. 
Mr. Dwyer. 
Mr. Simon. 
Mr. Dwyer. 
Mr. Simon. 
Mr. Dwyer. 
Mr. Simon. 
Mr. Dwyer. 
wnount. 


1 would think about $14,000. 

About $14,000. What was done with that $14,000? 
That was divided between the contractor and myself 
You got approximately $7,000 of it? 

I got $6,000 at one time. I think I got $6,800 
$6,800. And b . 

I think the contractor got the same amount. 

Why didn’t Corcoran get his? 

He collected the mortgage premium. 

He got the premium ? 

Yes. 

How much was the premium? 

I don’t know that. I think it was about the same 
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Mr. Simon. So that out of the total mortgage proceeds, each of tho 
three of you got about $7,000 ? 

ISIr. Dwyer. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Is that right? 

Mr. Dwyer. Right. 

Mr. Simon. Did you later sell this building? 

Mr. Dwyer. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What did you get for it when you sold it ? 

Mr. Dwyer. $25,000. 

Mr. Simon. You got a third of that? 

Mr. Dwyer. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. And that is about $8,000, in addition to the $6,800 
that you got out of the mortgage money ; is that right ? 

Mr. Dwyer. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Now there was a second project called Chapel Courts, 
was there? 

Mr. Dwyer. Chapin. 

Mr. Simon. How do you spell that ? 

Mr. Dwyer. C-h-a-p-i-n. 

Mr. Simon. What was the capital stock of Chapin Courts ? 

Mr. Dwyer. That was the same arrangement. We each owned a 
third of that. 

Mr. Simon. There were 30 shares and you each had 10 and you each 
put up $1,000? 

Mr. Dwyer. I presume so. No. We put up more money on that. 
Mr. Simon. How much did you put up ? 

Mr. D^VYER. Between the three of us, I think we put up $16,000. 
Mr. Simon. How much did you put up? 

Mr. Dwyer. One-third of it. 

Mr. Simon. You actually put up $5,000? 

Mr. Dwyer. Yes. We borrowed that money from the bank. 

Mr. Simon. You borrowed it all from the bank? 

Mr. Dwyer. On notes, and paid th'em back, 

Mr. Simon. Paid them back out of the mortgage money ? 

Mr. Dwyer. Partially. 

Mr. Simon. How much was the mortgage commitment there? 

Mr. Dwyer. I am not sure of that amount. I think it was around 
$144,000. 

Mr. Simon. Did you draw the plans for this job? 

Mr. Dwyer. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Were the pla^s you drew approved by FHA ? 

Mr. Dwyer. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did you in any way participate in the approval of the 
plans? 

Mr. Dwyer. No. 

Mr. Simon. As chief valuator, you had to approve the project, 
didn’t you ? 

Mr. Dwyer. I wasn’t chief valuator. 

Mr. Simon. What were you? 

Mr. Dwyer. I was a valuator in the Binghamton office. I didn’t 
process rental-housing projects. 

Mr. Simon. Where were these processed ? 

Mr. Dwyer. Buffalo. 
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Mr. Simon. Who built this building? 

Mr. Dwter. Wayne Edwards. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost of building it? 

Mr. Davyer. I don’t know that. 

Mr. Simon. How much of the mortgage proceeds was left over after 
paying the cost of the land and building? 

Mr. Dwyer. There wasn’t any left over. That one cost more than 
the amount of the mortgage. 

Mr. Simon. How much more? 

Mr. Dwyer. I think around $16,000. 

Mr. Simon. That is the $16,000 you borrowed from the bank ? 

Mr. Dwyer. That is ri ght. 

Mr. Simon. I have before me, Mr. Dwyer, a Federal Housing Ad- 
ministration foiTTi headed “Appraisal data and project information,” 
and at the top it says, “Date 5-16-49,’’ and gives the project number. 

It says — 


Name of project, Chapin Court Apartments, North and Chapin Streets, Bing- 
hamton, N. y. 


Is that the project? 

Mr. Dwyer. That is it. 

Mr. Simon. Then there is a lot of information here that has not 
been filled out, appraisals and area space, and the appraised value of 
the land per parcel, etc., and it ends up by being signed by “Edward A. 
Dwyer, valuator.” 

Is that your signature ? 

Mr. Dwyer. Yes, sir. 

•Mr. Simon. Did you sign that document ? 

Mr. Dwyer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. AYould you read to the committee, please, the paragraph 
appearing immediately above your signature? 

Mr. Dwyer (reading) : 


I helve examined the proposed site and have analyzed all the pertinent infor- 
mation contained therewith. I have no personal interest, present or prospective 
m the property of the applicant or the proceeds of the mortgage. ’ 

Mr. Simon. That wasn't true; was it? 

Mr. Dwyer. No. 

Mr. Simon. Did you subsequently sell that property^ 

Mr. Dwyer. Y"es. i 

Mr. Simon. And how much did you sell it for? 

Mr. Dwyer. I think that sold for 25. 

Mr. Simon. You got a third of that? 

Mr. Dwyer. There was some escrow money involved in that, too 
mat brought the total to, I think $29,000. ’ 

Mr. Simon. You got a third of it? 

Mr. Dwyer. A third of it. 

Mr. Simon. Did you also get some land in connection with this 
project. 

Mr. Dwyer. Yes, some land in Ithaca. 

Mr. Simon. In connection with the sale ? 

o ^'VYER. Not with the sale of that. These two properties were 
sold at the same time. 

Mr. Simon. How did you get the land? 

60690— 54— pt. 4 30 
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Mr. Dwyer. Corcoran and I bought out Edwards, the other. We 
bought his third. 

Mr. Simon. Yes. How did you end iip getting the land? 

Mr. Dwyer. We paid Edwards $10,000. Each of us paid Edwards 
$10,000 for his half of the interest in the two projects. 

Mr. Simon. How did you get the land ? 

; Mr. Dwyer. Then we assumed $16,000 worth of liens that we paid 
off, and he took a gas station that was on the property in Ithaca, and 
turned the vacant land over to us. The land was later sold for 
$ 12 , 000 . 

Mr. Simon. He gave }mu the vacant land in Ithaca ? 

Mr. Dwyer. And he took the gas station. 

Mr. Simon. Why did he give you the land ? AVlio owned that land? 

Mr. Dwyt:r. The three of us owned it together. That was part of 
the arrangement for his selling his third. 

Mr. Simon. Had the three of you purchased the land? 

Mr. Dwyer. Yes. We had already owned the land. 

‘ Mr. Simon. How much did you put in for bu3ung that land? 

Mr. Dwyer. I don’t remember that. 

Mr. Simon. Was it $1,000? 

Mr. Dwyer. In the Ithaca land? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. Dwyer. I am not sure of that. 

' Mr. Simon. Didn’t you have just $1,000 invested in each of these 
projects? 

Mr, Dwyer. No. I had $1,000 invested in Watson Boulevard. 

Mr. Simon. You had $1,000 invested in Chapin Courts, although the 
project had borrowed $16,000 from the bank, which I assume you had 
to guarantee ? 

• Mr. Dwyer. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. The only investment you had other than guaranteeing 
that loan was $1,000 in Chapin Courts; is that right? 

Mr. Dwyer. 1 don’t see that on the record. They only have the 
$16,000 here. 

Mr. Simon. I am asking you if it isn’t a fact that your only invest- 
ment in Chapin Courts was $1*000. 

Mr. Dw'yer. Plus my share of this $16,000. 

Mr. Simon. Plus your guaranteeing that to the bank ? 

Mr. Dwyer. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. And actually that was paid off without your putting 
up any money ; is that right — jiaid off out of the property ? 

Mr. Dwyer. Yes, that is right. 

Mr. Simon. The only investment you had in either one of these 
was a $1,000 in each of them ; is that right? 

Mr. Dwyer. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Isn’t it also true that the only investment you had in 
the Ithaca land was $1,000? 

Mr. Dwyer. I am not sure of the Ithaca land amount. 

Mr. Simon. You are not sure? 

Mr. Dwyer. No. 

- Mr. Simon. And in April 1951, did your superiors direct you to 
dispose of your stock in these projects? 

Mr. Dwyer. On April 5, I went to Buffalo and reported I owned 
stock in the projects. 
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Mr. Simon. Did they direct you to dispose of it? 

Mr. Dwter. As soon as possible, yes. 

Mr. Simon. Who did you sell it to? 

Mr. Dwyer. It was sold to two different firms. 

Mr. Simon. You sold one piece of stock to Flanagan, didn’t you? 
Mr. Dwyer. He wasn’t the final purchaser. 

Mr. Simon. No, but I am talking about right then and now. Didn’t 
jou sell your stock to Flanagan ? 

Mr. Dwyer. I transferred my stock in both projects to Flanagan. 
Mr. Simon. To Flanagan? 

Mr. Dwyer. Yes, 

Mr. Simon. That was a purely fictitious sale, wasn’t it ? 

Mr. Dwyer. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Flanagan paid you $4,000 and you paid the $4,000 to 
Edwards and Edwards paid it back to Flanagan? 

Mr. Dwyer. I don’t know that was the procedure. I know it 
wasn’t a bona fide transaction. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t the same money change hands so it ended up 
in the same place ? 

Mr. Dwyer. Yes. Flanagan didn’t own stock. 

Mr. Simon. And didn’t actually pay anything for it ? 

Mr. Dwyer, No. 

Mr. Simon. On May 21, 1951, did you write a letter on the stationery 
of the FHA, to William F. Denny, Buffalo, N. Y., saying — 

In answer to your letter of April 16, 1951, in accordance with Mr. Newland’s 
letter of April 10, 1951, I have complied with Mr. Newman’s recommendation 
that I dispose of my stock and do not now own any stock in any section 608 
project. 

Mr. Dwyer. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. You wrote that letter? 

Mr, Dwyer. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. And what you told them was not true, was it? 

Mr. Dwyer. I had disposed of my stock pending the final settle- 
ment. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t you just testify a minute ago that it was a 
factitious sale ? 

Dwyer. I transferred the ownership to Flanagan, who repre- 
sented me in the final sale; in 1951 we sold them both. 

Mr. Simon. Wasn’t it a fictitious sale to Flanagan? 

Mr. Dwyer. He didn’t actually own the stock. 

Mr. Simon. He didn’t? 

Mr. Dwyer. No. 

Mr. Simon. Therefore when you said “I have disposed of my 
stock and do not own any stock in any section 608 project,” that was 
a false statement, wasn’t it? 

Mr. Dwyer. I didn’t own the stock. 

Mr. Simon. Who did own it? 

Mr. Dwyer. I had transferred it to him, title to it. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t you still own it? I appreciate that after tliis 
ate in April, you h^ physically given possession of the certificate 
^^^lanagan but didn’t you still own it? 

nl« ^ suppop I did, but we had— two different peo- 

Sie sales Flanagan represented me in both of 
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Mr. Simon. Of course, he was your nominee, wasn^t he? 

Mr. Dwyer. He was the accountant for this. 

Mr. Simon. He was acting as your nominee, wasn’t he? 

Mr. Dwyer. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. And anything he received when he finally sold the 
stock belonged to you and actually went to you, didn’t it ? 

Mr. Dwyer. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. So you did own the stock on May 22, 1951, didn't you? 
Although it stood in Flanagan’s name ? 

Mr. Dwyer. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. You owned it, didn’t you? 

Mr. Dwyer. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Then the letter wasn't true, was it ? 

Mr. Dwyer. Except that I had transferred the ownership of my 
stock in name. 

Senator Bush. You didn’t transfer the ownership, my friend. 
You just said you didn’t. Now let’s get that clear. You had the stock 
put in his name as custodian of the stock, as nominee of the stock for 
you, but actually he didn’t own the stock, did he ? 

Mr. Dwyer. No. 

Senator Bush. I am trying to help you. You will own it, is that 
right ? 

Mr. Dwyer. Yes. 

Senator Bush. That is the point I am trying to make. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you. 

Senator Bush. Thank you very much. 

Mrs. V an Loan, please. Is it Mrs. V an Loan ? 

Mrs. Van Loan. Yes. 

Senator Bush. Will you raise your right hand, please ? 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you will give before 
this committee will be the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God ? 

TESTIMONY OP MRS. RUTH VAN LOAN, BINGHAMPTON, N. Y. ^ 

Mrs. Van Loan. I do. 

Senator Bush. Will you give your correct name and address to the 
clerk ? 

Mrs. Van Loan. Mrs. Ruth Van Loan, 255 Main Street, Bingham- 
ton, N. Y. 

Mr. Simon. Mrs. Van Loan, in 1949 and 1950, were you employed 
by the Federal Housing Administration ? 

Mrs. Van Loan. I was. 

Mr. Simon. In the Binghamton, N. Y., office ? 

Mrs. Van Loan. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. And Mr. Dwyer was your superior, was he ? 

Mrs. Van Loan. Right. 

Mr. Simon. Did you at his request perform services for the Chapin 
Courts Apartments and the Watson Boulevard Apartments? 

Mrs. Van Loan. Not at his request, no. 

Mr. Simon. At whose request was it ? 

Mrs. Van Loan. I believe Mr. Corcoran asked me. 
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Mr. Simon. At the time Mr. Corcoran asked you to do some work 
for those projects, did you know that Mr. Dwyer was a third owner 


Mrs. Van Loan. I do not think I did. 

Mr. Simon. Did you later learn that ? 

Mrs. Van Loan. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. When did you find that out , 

Mrs. Van Loan. When we had an investigation in Binghamton. 

Mr. Simon. When was that ? 

Mrs. A^an Loan. In 1952. 

Mr. Simon. But at the time you did this work, you didn t know he 
was a third owner ‘I 
Mrs. Van Loan. I did not. 

Mr. Simon. Were you employed as a full-time employee at FHA ? 
Mrs. Van Loan. I was. 

Mr. Simon. And what was the nature of the work 


T7rvn 


rl 1 "f nr* 


these apartment pro j ects ? 

Mrs. Van Loan. I merely, on my own time, once a month, collected 


rents. 

Mr. Simon. Yon collected rents for them? 

Mrs. Van Loan. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. They paid you for that? 

Mrs. Van Loan. They did, on occasion. 

Mr. Simon. And did you know that they were built under section 
608 of the Housing Act ? 

Mrs. Van Loan. I did not. 

Mr. Simon. You didn’t know that? 

Mrs. Van Loan. I just did it as a favor. 

Mr. Simon. They did pay you for it, though ? 

Mrs. Van Loan. Eventually, but on some occasions I just did it on 
my own time. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you very much. 

Mrs. Van Loan. You are very w'elcoine. 

Senator Busii. Alfred Kaskell. 

A ^"oICE. There has been a slight delay in Mr. Kaskell’s appear- 
ance. I think he will be here very shortly with his attorney, Mr. J udd. 

Senator Busii. The committee will stand in recess for 5 minutes. 

(Recess taken.) 

Senator Busii. The committee wdll please be in order. 

The witness, Alfred Kaskell, has not ap]ieared. He w as not under 
subpena because his attorney had advised the committee that he would 
be preseiit to appear this afternoon. However, he has not appeared 
pd the committee will serve a subpena upon him to appear in Wash- 
injfton nes?t w^eek. 

That being our last witness, there is no further witness, the com- 
mittee will stand in recess now until Tuesday of nex;t week, in Wash- 
ington. 

(TOiereupon, at 2 : 55 p. m., Friday, October 1, 1054, the committee 
recessed to Tuesday, October 5, 1954, at Washington, D. C.) 
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TUESDAY, OCTOBER 5, 1954 

United States Senate, 

Banking and Currency Committee, 

W ashing ton^ D. C. 

The committee met, pursuant to recess, at 10 a. m., Senator Homer 
E. Ca])ehart, chairman, presiding. 

Present : Senator Capehart. 

Also present : AVilliam Simon, general counsel ; T. T. Kenney, assist- 
ant general counsel, and Clarence M. Dinkins, assistant counsel, FHA 
investigation. 

The Chairman. The committeee will please come to order. 

The first thing I think we ought to do this morning is to call the roll 
of witnesses and make certain that all witnesses are nere that we need 
today and then call the names of the witnesses for Wednesday, Thurs- 
day, and Friday. 

Mr. John Codcer, Riggs Bank. 

Mr. Cocker. Here. 

The Chairman. Machir. 

Mr. Machir. Here. 

The Chairman. Manilow. 

Mr. Manilow. Plere. 

The Chairman. Mr. Dexter. 

Mr. Dexter. Here. 

The (hi airman. Keleher. 

Mr. Keleher. Here. 

The Chairman. Taylor Johnson. 

Mr. Johnson. Here. 

The Chairman. Wright. 

Mr. Wright. Here. 

The Chairman. Cassel. 

Mr. C assel. Here. 

The Chairman. Chaite. (Jiaite will be here at 11 o'clock. 

Michaiix. 

Mr. Michaux. Here. 

The ('hairman. Mrs. DeGrazia. 

Mrs. DeGrazia. Here. 

The Chairman. Clyde L. Powell. 

Mr. Powell. Plere. 

The (hiAiRMVN. Those will be the witnesses for today. I doubt 
if we get any further than that today. 

Then tomorrow : Is Ben Cohen present? 

Mr. ('ohen. Here. 

The Chairman. You can come back tomorrow if you care to, Mr. 
(^ohen. You can leave today and come back tomorrow. We want to 
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hear you tomorrow. I am trying to say to you if you want to go 
home and come back tomorrow, we will not get to you today. 

Mr. Schneider. 

Mr. Schneider. Here. 

The Chairman. We will not be able to get to you today. We wil] 
get to you tomorrow, if you will be here at 10 o’clock tomorrow. 

Mr. Glassman. 

Mr. Glassman. Here. 

The Chairman. Mr. Magazine. 

Mr. Magazine. Here. 

The Chairman. Ten o’clock tomorrow. 

Mr. Corrigan. 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Mr. Kaskell. 

Mr. Judd. Here. 

The Chairman. No. This is Kaskell. 

Mr. Judd. He is here. 

The Chairman. You can come back tomorrow. 

Mr. Judd. Tomorrow afternoon begins the Jewish holiday, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The Chairman. The Jewish holiday is Thursday, isn’t it? 

Mr. Judd. It begins at 4 : 30. 

The Chairman. We will get you on before 4 : 30. 

Mr. J udd. It is necessary for people to be in their homes by 4 : 30. 

The Chairman. We will do the best we can. We have been up 
against this problem in New York all last week. We are up against 
it here again today. We will talk to you about it a little later today. 
We certainly want to do the proper and right thing, and will. 

Now the gentlemen that are scheduled for Thursday, Mr. Andrews, 
Mr. Mack, Richards, Meistrell, Neal, Lowery — is Mr. Lowery present! 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Mr. Crump will be here oh Thursday and Mr. 
Stark and Bart 

Mr. Berman. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

May I mTake a statement on that? We were first subpenaed to be 
here tomorrow. Then we received a telephone call and another sub- 
pena to be here today. Now Mr. Bart and Mr. Stark are here and I 
am one of their counsel. The other counsel is here. It is quite an 
imposition to bring us back and forth. 

The Chairman. I don’t think it is any imposition at all. We do the 
best we can and get to you as fast as we can. 

Mr. Berman. I understand. I| we abided by our first subpena we 
would come in tomorrow. 

The Chairman. Mr. Crump hasn’t left Memphis. You are talking 
about Stark? 

Mr. Berman. Yes, sir. Stark and Bart. Thursday it is utterly 
impossible for us to be here. 

The Chairman. Why? ' 

Mr. Berman. They have atonement. Mr. Stark and Mr. Bart 
wouldn’t be here and neither would I. I am one of their counsel. 

The Chairman. Make it Friday at 10 o’clock. 

Mr. Berman. Right. 



FHA INVESTIGATION 


3179 


The Chairman. Mr. Keelty will be Thursday and Mr. Knott will 
be Thursday and on Friday. I don’t think there is any change. Is 
Mr. Gottlieb present? 

Mr. Gottlieb. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Friday at 10 o’clock. 

Mr. Sherman, Friday at 10 o’clock. 

John Hill and Carson, 10 o’clock Friday. 

Diggs and McCormack, 10 o’clock Friday. 

Abraham Traub — is he present — 10 o’clock Friday. 

Albert Small, 10 o’clock Friday. 

Louis Lesser, 10 o’clock Friday. 

Mr. Berman. Mr. Chairman, if you will bear with me for a moment 
in regard to Mr. Bart and Mr. Stark, rtiave a letter of protest that I 
would like the Chair to read and consider. 

The Chairman. Protesting what? 

Mr. Berman. Our being called as witne.sses at this hearing. We are 
under indictment in Baltimore. 

The Chairman. Indictment for what? 

Mr. Berman. We were charged with milking false statements to 
FBI agents in regard to an alleged investigation of the FHA office 
in Baltimore. 

Mr. Simon. We don't plan to go into the subject of your indictment. 

The Chairman. We are not going into the subject matter of your 
indictment. 

Mr. Berman. I would like to leave the letter. 

The Chairman. We will make it a part of the record. We will read 
it .as soon as we can. 

(The letter referred to follows :) 

October 4. 19.'54. 

Hon. IIoAfER E, Capehart, 

Cluiirman, Smote Bonldog and Curmicij Committee, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Senator ( -APEirART; AVe received snbpenas requiring n.s to appear before 
your cninmittee on Wedne.sday, October 6, 19.14, and sul).seQiiently we also received 
subpenas requiring us to appear before your committee on October 5, 19.14. 

Before we are called on to testify, we desire to call your committee’s attention 
to indictments pending against us in the United States District Court for the 
District of Maryland. In these indictments, which were filed November 24, 1953, 
we are each charged in two counts with making certain false statements to 
special agents of the Federal Bureau of Investigation in connection with an 
alleged investigation of the conduct of officers and employees of the United States 
employed in the Baltimore Insuring Office of the Federal Housing Administration. 
We hereto attach copies of said indictments. 

We desire to enter our protest to being called to testify before the committee 
at this time and we respectfully request that the committee excuse us from 
testifying until after the indictments against us are disimsed of, at which time 
we shall be happy to appear and cooperate in the answering of questions which 
this committee may put to us. We expect to be brought to trial in the near 
mture because in a hearing on September 10, 1954, in a related case in the 
United States District Court for the Di.strict of Maryland, the United States 
atmrney stated that the Government desires to bring these cases to trial this fall. 

The Baltimore papers have already carried a number of front-page articles 
stating that we hav(^ been called to testify before this committee, which articles 
not only mention us together with another builder who it is stated received a 
so-called windfall of over ,$1 million, but also distinctly refer to the fact that we 

T indictment charged with “lying to agents of the Federal Bureau of 

lnve.stlgation.“ 

the nationwide publicity already given to this investigation of 

6 PHA by this committee has seriously prejudiced our cases and if we are 
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called upon to testify by this committee at this time, the publicity will serve nit 
other purpose than to further prejudice our rights to a fair and impartial trial 
of the charges pending against us and cause us serious and irreparable damage, 

We further also respectfully point out that our testimony is not indispensable 
because we have already testified under oath at an executive session before 
Messrs. Hogue, Kenney, and Murphy of your committee’s staff, on August 13, 
19f)4, at which we gave them all the information which they called for. You 
also have had access to our income-tax i*eturns from which you can develop a 
full picture of our finances. 

As you will no doubt recall the United States Court of Appeals for the First 
Circuit in the case of Delaney v. United States (199 F. 2d 107, decided October 10, 
1952), clearly and emphatically pointed out the prejudice and injustice which is 
caused to a defendant awaiting trial by the publicity given to an investigation 
of a congressional committee. 

Chief Judge Magruder, in the omnion in that case, in discussing the difliciilties 
that a defendant would have in Staining a fair trial, after he had iieen given 
widespread publicity as a result of hearings held before a congressional com- 
mittee, said : 

“One cannot assume that the average juror is so endowed with a sense of 
detachment, so clear in his introspective iierception of his own mental processes, 
that he may confidently exclude even the unconscious influence of his precon- 
ceptions as to probable guilt, engendered by a pervasive pretrial publicity. This 
is particularly true in the determination of issues involving the credibility of 
witnesses.” 

To require us to testify at this time would also violate our fundamental rights 
guaranteed to us by the sixth amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States which guarantees to every citizen a fair and impartial trial. 


Respectfully yours. 


Harry Rart. 


Ai.lkn Stark. 


IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF 

MARYLAND 

United States of America v. Harry Bart 
Criminai, No. 22814 

Knowingly and willfully making false statements in connection with matters 
within the jurisdiction of an agency of the ITnited States (U. S. C., title 18, 
sec. 1001) 

The grand jury for the district of Maryland charges : 

That on the 6th day of December 1952, at Baltimore. In the State and district 
of Maryland. Harry Bart, the defendant herein, a building contractor engaged 
in the business of constructing a number of apartment houses and other housing 
accommodations as a joint and common venture with one Albert Stark under 
various corporate names, inclndine United Contractoi s, Inc., from prior to MayT. 
1949, to and after December 6, 1952, said construction projects being financed 
by means of mortgages insured by the Federal Housing Administration and 
subject to continuing Federal Housing Administration in.spection during the 
period of construction to verify that said construction was in compliance with 
Federal Housing Administi-ation approved plans and spe<-ifications, having taken 
an oath before Lindian .7. Swaim and E. Lawrence Hyland, special agents of the 
Federal Bureau of Inve.stigation, officers lawfully detailed by the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation to investigate irregularities and misconduct of officers and 
employees of the United States employed in the Baltimore Insuring Office or 
the Federal Housing Administration, and lawfully detailed to investigato frauds 
on, and attempts to defraud the Oovernment in the functioning of the Maryland 
offices, employee.s, and ofiicers of the Federal Housing Administration, matted 
within the jurisdiction of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, an agency of the 
United States, that he, the said Harry Bart would state and declare truly, the 
said Harry Bart did knowingly and willfully make a false and fictitious state- 
ment material to the .«aid investigation, to wit : “That he, the said Harry Bart 
had never given nor paid any money to any employee or official of the Federal 
Housing Administration at»any time, for any reason whatsoever,” wberena in 
fact said statement was false and fictitious and then known to the said Harry 
Bart to be false and fictitious. 

(U. S. a, title 18, sec. 1001.) 
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SECOND COUNT 

And tlie grand jury for the district of Maryland further charges : 

That on the 6th day of December 1952, at Baltimore, in the State and district 
of Maryland, Harry Bart, the defendant herein, a building contractor engaged 
in the business of constructing a number of apartment houses and other housing 
accoiiiiuodations as a joint and common venture with one Albert Stark under 
various corporate names, including United Contractors, Inc., from prior to May 7, 
1949, to and after December 6, 1952, said construction projects being financed by 
means of mortgages insured by the Federal Housing Administration and subject 
to continuing Federal Housing Administration inspection during the period of 
construction to verify that said construction was in compliance with Federal 
Housing Administration approved plans and specifications, having taken an oath 
before Lindian .1. Swaim and E. Lawrence Hyland, special agents of the Federal 
Bureau fif Investigation, officers lawfully detailed by the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation to investigate irregularities and misconduct of oflBcers and em- 
ployees of the United States employed in the Baltimore Insuring Office of the 
Federal Housing Administration, and lawfully detailed to investigate frauds on, 
and attempts to defraud the Government in the functioning of the Maryland 
offices, employees, and officers of the Federal Housing Administration, matters 
within the jurisdiction of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, an agency of the 
United States, that he, the said Harry Bart would state and declare truly, the 
said Harry Bart did knowingly and willfully make a false and fictitious state- 
ment material to the said investigation, to wit; That he had never given the 
sum of $500, or any sum of money, to one Harry House, Federal Housing Admin- 
istration inspector, and that he had never received from the said Harry House the 
sum of $500, whereas in fact said statement was false and fictitious and then 
known to the said Harry Bart to be false and fictitious. 

(U. S. C., title 18, sec. 1001.) 


United States Attorney. 

A true bill : 


Foreman. 


IX THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF 

MARYLAND 

United States of America v. Albert Stark 
Criminal No. 22813 

Knowingly and willfully making false statements in connection with matters 
within the jurisdiction of an agency of the United States (U. S. C., title 18, 
sec. 1001 ) 

The grand Jury for the district of Maryland charges ; 

That on th(' 6th day of December 19.52, at Baltimore, in the State and district 
of Maryland, Albert Stark, the defendant herein, a building contractor engaged 
In the huiness of constructing numerous apartment houses and other housing 
accommodations as a joint and common venture with one Harry Bart under 
various corporate names, including United Contractors, Inc., from pVior to May 7, 
1^149, to and after December 6, 1952, said construction projects being financed 
by means of mortgages insured by the Federal Housing Administration and 
subject to continuing Federal Housing Administration inspection during the 
Pcriofl of construction to verify that said construction was in compliance with 
Federal Housing Administration approved plans and specifications, having taken 
an oath before Tandian .T. Swaim and E. Lawrence Hyland, special agents of 
me Federal Bureau of Investigation, officers lawfully detailed by the Federal 
hureiiu of Investigation to investigate irregularities and misconduct of officers 
and employees of the United States employed in the Baltimore Insuring Office 
jr the Federal Housing Administration, and lawfully detailed to investigate 
u’auds on, and attempts to defraud, the Government in the functioning of the 
Maryland offices, employees and officers of the Federal Housing Administration, 
raari(M-s within the jurisdiction of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, an agency 
«rthe United States, that he, the said Albert Stark, would state and declare truly 
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the said Albert Stark did knowingly and willfully make a false and tictitious 
statement material to the said investigation, to wit : that he, the said Albert 
Stark, had never made any payment of money nor had he given anything of value 
to any employee or official of the Federal Housing Administration for any rea- 
son whatsoever, except that he had purchased some kitchen cabinets for one 
J. Hamilton Walker, Chief Architect, Baltimore Insuring Office, Federal Housing 
Administration, for which cabinets the said J. Hamilton Walker hart subse- 
quently paid him, the said Albert Stark, in full : and further, that he had no 
knowledge of anyone else making payments or giving things of value to Federal 
Housing Administration employees or officials for which there had been no reim- 
bursements, whereas in fact said statement was false and fictitious and then 
known to the said Albert Stark to be false and fictitious. 

(U. S. C., title 18, sec. lOOl.I 


SECOND COUNT 

And the grand jury for the district of Maryland further charges : 

That on the 8th day of December 1952, at Baltimore, in the State anrt district 
of Maryland, Albert Stark, the defendant herein, a building contractor engaged 
in the business of constructing numerous apartment houses anrt other housing 
accommodations as a joint and common venture with one Harry Bart under 
various corporate names, including United Contractors, Inc., from prior to 
May 7, 1949, to and after December 6, 1952, said construction projects being 
financed by means of mortgages insured by the Federal Housing Administration 
and subject to continuing Federal Housing Administration inspection during 
the period of construction to verify that said construction was in compliance 
with Federal Housing Administration approved plans anrt specifications, having 
taken an oath before Linclian J, Swaim and E. Lawrence Hyland, special agents 
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, officers lawfully detailed by the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation to investigate irregularities and misconduct of officers 
and employees of the United States employed in the Baltimore Insuring Office 
of the Federal Housing Administration, and lawfully detailed to investigate 
frauds on, and attempts to defraud, the Government in the functioning of the 
Maryland offices, employees and officers of the Federal Housing Administration, 
matters within the jurisdiction of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, an agency 
of the United States, that he, the said Albert Stark, would state anrt declare 
truly, the said Albert Stark did knowingly anrt willfully make a false and 
fictitious statement material to the .said investigation, to wit : that he knew one 
Harry House, a Federal Housing Administration inspector, but had no knowl-t 
edge of the sum of $5(X), or any sura of money, ever having been paid to the said 
Harry House 1)V anyone, and that he had no knowledge of the return by mail by 
the said Harry House of the sum of $500 in cash to one Harry Bart, or to him- 
self, the said Albert Stark, or to United Contractors, Inc., Baltimore, Md., 
whereas in fact said statement was false and fictitious and then konwn to the 
said Albert Stark to be false and fictitious. 

(U. S. C., title 18, sec. 1001.) 

' ? 

United States Attorney. 

A true bill : 


\ Foreman. 

The Chairman. W e still want you to appear at 10 o’clock Friday 
unless notified to the contrary. We will be ^ ad to read your letter. 

Mr. Judd. I understand yon adjourned some of the cases where 
there were religious problems until 10 o’clock Friday. 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. Judd. So yon adjourn Mr. Cassell’s case until 10 o’clock Friday? 

The Chairman. You are appearing tomorrow with Cassell. 

Mr. Judd. He has to be home at his home tomorrow afternoon. 

The Chairman. Let’s talk about it later. We want to get the hear- 
ing underway at the moment. 

Our first witness will be Mr. Juhn R. Cocker of the Riggs National 
Bank. Will you come forward, Mr. Cocker ? 
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Will Mr. Bard of the General Accounting Office liliewise take liis 
seat out at the witness stand ? 

Mr. Cocker, will you be sworn? Do you solemnly swear the testi- 
mony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Cocker. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Thank you, si r. Wil 1 you please be seated ? 

Mr. Bard, will you be sworn, please? Do you solemnly swear the 
testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Bard. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Thank you, sir. 

testimony of JOHN R. COCKER, RIGtGS NATIONAL BANK, WASH- 
INGTON, D. C., AND JOHN A. BARD, ACCOUNTANT, BANKING AND 

CURRENCY COMMITTEE 

The Chairman. Now, Mr. Cocker, will you give your full name and 
address and your position with the Higgs National Bank? 

Mr. Cocker. My name is John R. Cocker, assistant vice president 
of the Riggs National Bank. 

The Chairman. And Mr. Bard, will you give your position, please? 

Mr. Bard. I am a staff member of the General Accounting Office on 
loan to this committee. 

The Chairman. You are a member of the General Accounting Office 
staff loaned to this committee? 

j\Ir. Bard. That is right, sir. 

The Chairman. You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Cocker, you have been subpenaed to produce here 
today records of the Riggs National Bank, including financial state- 
ments filed with the bank by Mr. Clyde L. Powell. 

Do you have those financial statements ? 

Mr. Cocker. Yes, sir. 

The (hiAiRMAN. Do you have, first, a series of financial statements, 
the first of which is dated November 16, 1942? 

Mr. Cocker. November 16. 

Mr. Simon. 1942 ? 

Mr. (’ocker. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Does that show total assets of $36,750 ? 

Mr. Cooker. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And liabilities of $1,700? 

Mr. Cocker. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Do you have a photostat copy of that ? 

Mr. Simon. You have previously permitted us to make photostats 
available ; is that right ? 

Mr. Cocker. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Without objection, we will make this statement a 
part of the record. 
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(The information follows:) 




iMBrriDOM. 


Oecupktioa' or B 


AddnM 


To The RIGGS NATIONAL BANK oi Washington, D. C. 

TKi umUriicned. for lha purpost of proevrittg onj mMOloituiip erodit from time to time in any form leKaUoeuer ux(A Ike abovr 
named Bank, for claim* and dentaadi atawut the itadenipned, ndrmUa the foUoiB.nQ a* being a In e and accural 9 iIa(ccv«Ri 

of hi* financial condition on tk* -Z-y Jap , I9^.y^e nd ogreei that if my 

change eecur* that moteriaUp reduce* the mean* or ’eSHtip' of the unJereigned to pop all clatma or tie. ..and* agmntl t-tn, the 
underngned wiU immediatelp and leUkoiU delay notify the epid Bank, and unlete the Bank u *o notified it may eontimie I* 
rely upon Ike *latemenl herein given a* a true and accurate ttalement of the finemcial condition of the underfigned. 

In eoneideraUon of the granting of euch credit, the undoreigntd agree* that if the itndereigned at any time fed* or became* imgl. 
venti or commit* an Act of Bankruptcy, or if any of the repreeantalione made btlotf prove to be untrue, or ij the undeni^d 
fail* to notify you of any matenol change a* before agreed; then and in either lueh caet all i^l^ation* of the undereignei 
held by you ehall, at your election, immediately become due and payable igithout demand or notice, and the teme racy be 
charged agmnet the balance of any dapoeit of luidereigned leiih you, the luidertigned hereby giving a continuing Urn tipon 
*ueh balance of depotit account from lime to time eaieling to eeeure all obligation* of the iindtrtigncd held by you. 


ASSETS 


Caob on band 

Caab 10 Bank 

Not«a Receivable (■ood) 

Account* Reoeivable (goodj ■ 

Real E*Ute (Itemiie below) 

Equipment and Office Fumilure uaed 

IB bUBinem 

S*oek»— (Itemise reverae aide) 

Bond*— (Itemise reverse ada) 

1st Mortgage*— (Itemise reverse ade) 

3od Mortgag**— (Itemise reverse side) 


irzffli 




UABILITIEB 


Notes payable to hank* 

Noioa payable to otSers 

Open acecunte payable 

Mortgagee or liene on real aetat a— 


Total liabililies- 
Net srertli 


imm 


TOTAL 


REAL IBSTATE: 


(Please Give PertieuiarB oa Eeeh Panel OwBsd) 


DeeeripUon and 
LoMtion 


TOTAL 


Morffaies 


Tnanmsee 


mmxi 


State annual net ineome from rcnl e^te and aeeiirnias 

Stats aanaal act innoma Iram bua'nMS or |Sof< 

Balmy per annum - — _ — _ 

Other ineome 

Amount at life Ineurnnoe enniod, f 

Amount of tornado insuraaoe on real aetats, > 

Give deAaila of eontaagnt liability of any Mad or natarr, as 


A of UaUbty 
or gttusator. 
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Nuinbar. 
of Sburea 


If MM of Conpoar 


Kind of Stock 


Market 

Values 


!H p(e<SKC^ «j ucccfntr 
•m< ftAOUAt cf loto 




MORTOAOE8 OR FmaT TRUST NOTES: 


Property 


Street and Number 


Lot 8q. Total Trait 


Amount 

Owned 



BEOOMD H0RTQAQE8 OR SECOND TRUST NOTES; 


Property 


Street and Number Lot I 84. Total lot 


Total 3d 


Amount 

Owned 



1 hereby oertily that the above ia a true and eomet etatement ae of the date above aUtcd and 1 imitfinUml that any cr edit 
Boe or henaftcr givoa me ia made upon the aUeagth of tha atatementa contained herein. 


Dataniaed 



isiLX--' 





Mr. Simon. Secondly, do you have a financial statement signed by 
blyde L. Powell and submitted to the Riggs National Bank, dated 
August 3, 1944, showing total assets of $38,200, total liabilities of 

$2750^^^^^^’ -August 3, 1944, total assets of $38,200, total liabilities, 

Ihe Chairman. Without objection, it will be made a part of the 
I'ecord. 
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(The information referred to follows:) 


Addi«ai 


To The RIGGS NATIONAL BANK of Washington, D. C. 

TK» %,^itmen 0 d, for tko pwpotb im atr ii tg and mam l a imin ff emdit from Cmm to time in «nv form m^oUoex/er with the ohoM 
iMwirf Bank, for elmme amd' fumeatde aoamet the mdeniomd, mb wi l l tha / pPow iw^ ai bemg a tnteand aeeurale itatemeet 

of hit finaneiaieondUion on . , . j d aw of — — amee* that if mg 

ehemifo oeeuii '<Ao< woliriaBy redncee the meant or ebikty of the foy daime or deman^ ogeenel hm, iki 

anderaiffned will immediaUlff and wilAottf dilay notiftf the eeid Bank, and y nlet t Ike. Bank u.M> notifM it mag eonlmm to 
raiy upon lha etalement herein given oi a tru« and oocunUc elaUment of the / ( n aneial oondition Of the imdmtgiwd. 

1% coomderdian of the grantinp of tueh credit, the undereigned agreet that if the undet e ig r ro d at attg lime fade or bteomee vuol- 
vent, or eoaunile an Act of Bankrupted, or if any of the repreetniationt made below prove to b« *ml^> or if the undertigntd 
fade to notify you of any malarial change at before agreed; then and m either each cate all obkgulione of the undenigiud 
held by you thall, at your election, immediatefy become due and payable without demand or nolie^ and the tame may be 
charged agaitut the balance of any depaeU of the undertigntd wtth you, the undertigned hereby givuig a eontmxdng lien upm 
tueh balance of depotU eccouni from itma la lima exieting to teewe all obligationt of the undertigned held by you. 


AflSCTS 


UABILmES 


on 


iftm 

\vm\ 


IRIfSli 


Totalr lihbaitMa 
Ket irorth 


mmmzf/ 


TOTAL 


TOTAL 


ESTATE: 


DoacripIiOB ud 
Lomtion 


(Pluoa Giva Poitieuian on Eoeb PmmJ Owned) 


Eotiinntad w 

Valoa Mort«M«» 


InomuM 


\w:uhvk 


IfmKLMl 


State. annual net income from real eetate and aeeuritiee 1 

State ennwal nct income from buaneoi or profeenon — . , ■■ S 

Salary per annum 1 — U 

Other income f ** 

Amount of Ufr inauranee carried, t . ^Orfitt * Beneficiary . ... — , 

Amount of tornado inauranee on real eotate, t Amount of liability I n au ranee * 

Give detaila of oonlinfent liability of any kind or naturr, a» cndoieer or (uarantor, or aboommodation endoraer 


Are ai«y of your awtlOk other than real eeUto, pledged or hypothecated in any wayT. 


7 / 0 . 


Are you a partner in any flnnT 

Is there any other person inlereoted in your buoioew, either as a i peri al or limited partnerT_ 

(ova) 
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MORTOAOE8 OR riEflT TRUST NOTES: 


Lot Sq. Total Tniat 


Amount 

Owned 



SECOND MORTGAGES OR SECOND TRUST NOTES: 


Property 


Streot and Number Lot t Sq. Total lat 


Total 3d 


Amount 

Owned 



I hereby eertiry that the above ie a true and eoireet eUtement a* of the date above etated and I undenUad that any credit 
DOW or hereafter given me ia made upon the atiength of the elatamanta oootained bmin. 


Dele agned 



.isStS^ 


Signature 


Mr. Simon. Financial statement of October 8, 1945? 

Mr. Cocker. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Showing total assets of $38,400, liabilities of $2,500 ? 
Mr. Cocker. That is right. 

The Chairman. Without objection, the statement will be made 
part of the record. 
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(The information referred to follows:) 



PR 400 


INOIVIOCAL 


r?.f 

C. 


2 —CsdLA 
„ on, D 


To The RIGGS NATIONAL BANK of Washi 

Th^ for tht purpo90 of procuring end maintoininQ crtdti from time to limr m any form vha($oevfr toith the obotr 

named Bank, for cta\m$ and demands o^atfut the undersigned, submits the JoUowtng as being a true and aecurale staUmmi 

of hi* financial condition on tka .. . ■ . ^ day o/ , 19 a nd agrcc» that if anv 

ckanga oceun that nalariaUjf redueea the m^ana or abibty of the undcmQnrd to pa, all claims or demands affoirut him, ihi 
undersigned will immediatelu and without delay notify the said Bank, and unless the Bank is so notified it may ronfiuur lo 
rely upon the statement herein given as a true and accurate statement of the financial condition of the undersigned. 

In conndirahon of the granting of such credit, the uniicntpn«<f oprer* that if the undersigned at any lime fasls or becomes imol 
or commits an Act of Bankruptcy, or if any of the rrpretrnlations made below prove to be untrue, or if the underognij 
you of onp material change as before agretd; then and in either such ease all obligalions of the undrrngneit 
held by you shall, at your eUetion, immediately become due arid payable un<Aou( rfrmoni^ or no<ic<. oncf the same may be 
charg' d against the bntanee of any dep^l of the undersigned with you, the uniletsignrd hereby giiing a continuing hen upon 
such bolanre of deposit account from lime to time ezislitig lo secure all obhynlions of the undersigned held by you. 


ASSETS 

LIABILITIES 

Caah on hand _ 

1 



Notes payable to banka 

Noies payable to othera 

!1 



Caah in _ . . Bank 

r 

ftiA 

— 




Notes Receivable (good) .. ... 

1 ^ 


Open arcoUDla payable 




Accounts Receivable (good) . 

Real Estate (Itemize below) 

Equipment and Office Furniture used 

in businen .. ._. ... ... 

Stoeks— (Itemize reverse aide) 

Bond*— (Itemize reveree ddo) 


' 

Mortgages nr liens on real estate 




7.S 

tdo I 



— 


r 





' 


















— 

lal Mortgage*— (Itemize reverae side) . 

1 





2nd Mortgage*— (Itemize reveme aide) . . ... 

- ■ — 

■■■ 







■ 


Total liabilities. 
Net worth 











TOTAL 

38 

t^u\ 

=• 

TOTAL 







R'SAL ESTATE; 


<Plcaae Give PnrliGularo on Each Parcel Owned) 


Oeacriplion and 
Lotttion 


^ - ■ 


Title in Nanre 



Coat 


Aaw a acd 

Value 


Estimated 

Value 


Moii^acea 


Inaurance 


I 

^aoa 




majl 4 






/S' »»o 






%ooo\ ~ 




State annual net income from real eaiate and aecuritiea 

State annual net income from budnea or profeaeion 

Salary per annum 

Other income 




-f- 

-I- 




Amount of life inaurance carried, S . —Beneficiary ISrd S j 

Amount of tornado inaurance on real eatale, S Amotut of liability inauranea i. 

Give detaila of contingent liability of any kind or nature, aa endoraer or guarantor, or accommodation endoraer. 

Kji- 

fr 

Are any of your aaaeta, other than real eotate, pledged or hypothecated in any wayT ~ * 


Are you a partner in any flnnT 

la there aoy other penon inlareated in your budneaa, cither aa a apodal or limited partner? — 


(o*») 
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FIMT MOUTG ACES OR FIRST TRUST NOTES: 

t - - -- - ■ I ^ 

Property Street and Number Lot So. Total Truat Amount 

Owned 



slCOND MORTGAGES OR SECOND TRUST NOTES: 


Property 

Street and Number 

Lot 

So- 

Total let 

Total 2d 

Amount 

Owned 








t 

I 

— 

1 












— 






— 














— 









1 

— 

EFFERENCRfl- _ _ _ . 




I hereby certify that the abore ia a true and oorrect etolcment aa of the dato above aUtad and I u nd ai^— td th,t 
MW or hereafter (iwaa me ia made upon the ctransth of the etatementa oontaioad 

Jhta Bcned 


Statement of March 31, 1947, showing total assets of 
^700, liabilities of $3,000? 

Mr. Cocker. Yes, sir. 

Tile Chairman. Without objection, the statement will be made a 
part of the record. 
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FHA INVESTIGATION 


(The information referred to follows :) 




PR400 


inomnoAi. 



NaTMT 4^ 

Oewp»t)<m' or 

Addraa 4 r o «i~ 


.. 4 -^ 


IxhuLu. 


To The RIGGS NATIONAL BANK of Washinjrfon, D. C 


Tht mdmwimtd, lor (JU piapow o/ proevmt ohd matrUaitmto endii /rom timt to timo m any form w^aUotvtr with tK$ abow 
nomad Bank, lot efamu and damond* oyoinit Jka undaraipnad, aubmita (ba /oflomnp oi bauip o inm and oeevrata atatamant 

_ ^ . undaraipnad (o pay oU elaimg or 

nndarnpnad m>U tmmad^laty and wilkout dtlay noti/y (ba aaad Sank, and tadeu lk$ Bank ta aa noUfitd it may eonlmna la 


el hii frtaneial condition on 

ckanffo oeeun that matariaBi/ rcduett the mean or abiiily o/ the 


^ond oyaaea Ukot i/ any 
ofoinMl him, (Aa 


roly uiwn (Aa alolomanl Aaim yivan at a true and aeeurata alolamanl ol (Aa /tnancnal canddion o/ (Aa imdamiynad. 

/n eonaideralum o/ the pronlinp.o/ tuaA cradil, (Aa undarii^d apreaa (Aa( i/ (Aa midanignod at any (tnia laOt or boeomet intok 
vont, or eommda an de( oj Bankniptcv, or if any ol (Aa reprttenloliont madt btion provt to bo ontrao, or i/ (Aa nndaraipnad 
/adi (o na(i/y you o/ any malarial change at btlort agrted; (Aan and in eiihtr aueA eoaa ail obhgationi ol (Aa undmigned 
htU by you thaU, at your election, immadioialy baeoma dua and poyabla uilAoul damond or nolM, and (Aa oinM may ba 
charged ogaintt the bolanea ol any depotil ol the undar^nad in(A you, (Aa undtrtigned Aaroby yiymp a continuing lien upon 
aucA balance ol dejMtit account /rom lima (o (inla txitling to ttcurt all obligaliont ol (Aa undertigned held by y^ 


ASSETS 

LIABILITIES 

Clmnh art hand 


aoi 

•u. 

Notes payable to banks 

■Cl 


m 

iq Rank 

mm 



Notea payable to othesa 


ms 

m 

Nntaa Ree»ivable (good) . 




Open accounts payable 




Accounts Reoeivable (good) 


— 


Mortgages or liens on real estata— 




Real Eatatc (Itemise below) ... . 








Equipment and Office Furniture used 
in busineea 

■I 











Stocks — (Ilemitc reverse side) 

BS 







r 

Bonds— (Itemiic reveiae side) 

■Ql 


— 





1st Mortgages— (Itemise reveiae side) 

BUB 

HjH 

9 





2nd Mortgages— (Itemise reverse side) 



■ 






■ 

n 

i 

Total liabilities 


mm 

■ 

■ 


HI 


Net worth 


HI 

1 

TOTAL 

SI 

7«o 


TOTAL 

HI 

■ 

1 


R’JIAL ESTATE: 


(Plenao Give Portieuiun on Each Pareal Owned) 


Deaeription and 
Loimtion 

Title in Name ^ 

Cost 

Aasesacd 

Value 

Estimated 

Value 

Mortgages 

Insurance 

/4«<S 


t 


» 


» 


1 


t 



■jBSSS 





^Jobo 

3 

~7f^ 
















Co. ~Ht« 






/'fbea 



Ym 



He (2 J*-*"**-^ 


mmi 

■m 

mmi 




-74 






■■B 

■B 

BHBIB 


* 

Wdtdii 






State annual net income from real catata and aeeuriliea 

State annual net income from buaaoeaa or profeaaioa 

Salary per annum 

Other income 




-^itL 


Amount of life insurance carried, Beneficiary— i 

Amount of tornado insurance on real estate, t Amount of liability insuranea t 

Give details of contingent liability of any kind or naturr, as endorser or guarantor, or accommodation endorser- 

~2tJtxJLx 


Are any of your asoeta, other than real estate, pledged or h)TOtbecated in any wayT_ _Jtes_ 




Are you a partner in any fimT — 

Is there any other pereon inieraeted in your bueineni, cither as a apadal or limilad partnarT — h ^t 
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nBBT MORTOAOE8 OR FIRST TRUST NOTES 


Property 


Street end Number 


Lot Sq. Total Trust 


Amount 

Owned 



SECOND MORTGAGES OR SECOND TRUST NOTES: 


Property 


Street and Number Lot Sq. Total let 


Total 2d 


Amount 

Owned 



I hereby certify that the above is a true and ooirect statement as of the date above sUted and 1 understand tbat any credit 
BOW or hereafter given me is made upon the strength of the stalemeots contained^eiein. 


Sale signed . 






Mr. Simon. Statement of April 21, 1948, showing assets of $37,400, 
and no liabilities? ' ^ > 

Mr. Cocker. That is right. 

The Chairman. It will go in. 
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(The statement referred to follows:) 





PR 400 


INDIVIOUAL 


Naioe 

Occupatioa or 
Add 




To The RIGGS NATIONAL BANK of Washington, D. C. 

The undersigned, for the purpose ol procuring and maintaming credit Irani time to time in ang form ichalsoever with the obove 
named Bank, for etaims and demands agginsl t^ejftndersigned, subrniit the jollowing as being a true end accurate statement 

-.day ol . , t9^T a nd agrees that if any 

idersfgned to pay 
and unless Ike 


ol his financial condition on the . - 


against 

Jll 


change occurs that maleriallg reduces the means or abdstg of the undersigned to pay all claims or demands against Atm, the 
undersigned will immediately and without delay riatify the sard Sank, and unless the Bank is so notified it may continue la 
rely upon the statement herein given as a true and accurate statement ol the financial condition of the undersigned. 

In consideration ol the granting ol such credit, the undersigned agrees that if the undersigned at any time Jails or becomes insdlf 
vent, or commits an Act ol ^nkrupley, or if any ol the rcpTcsenlation.i made below prove to be untrue, or if the undersigned 
fails to notify you of any matenal change a.r be]orr agreed; then nnd in either sueA case all obligations ol the undersigned 
held by you shall, at your election, immediately become due and payable without demand or notice, and the same may be 
charged against the balance of any depotit of the undersigned with you. the undersigiud hereby giving a continuing lien upon 
such balance oj deposit account from time to time existing to secure all cbliyolions of the undersigned held by you. 


ASSETS 

LIABILITIES 

rtn hand 




Notes payable to banks 




Cash in Baok 


3e e 


Notes payable to others 



r- 

Notra Receivable (^ood) 




Open accounts payable. 




Accounts Receivable (good) . 




Mortgages or iieos on real estate ... 




Real Estate (Itemiic below) 

7.\ 

a to 




Equipment sod Office Furniture used 

in business 












Stocks — (Itemize reverse side) 








Bonds— (Itemize reverse side) 

_LA 

ksA-, 





■■ 

1st Mortgages— (Itemize reverse side) 








2nd Mortgages— (Itemize reverse side) 












Total liabilities — 


— 






Net worth 




TOTAL 

31 

i^oC 


TOTAL 





R’SAL ESTATE: 


(Plcoae Give PerticuUre on Each Parcel Ovned) 


Deaeription aad 
LoatioD 











Cost 


Aaacmed 

Value 


Estimated 

Value 






Mortgagee 






iDSuraoce 


State annual net income from real estate and securities. 

State annual net income from buaness or profession 

Salary per annum 

Other income 




Amount of life insurance csiried, I - 1 Beoefidary- 




Amounl of tornado inauiance on real estate, I.. 


.Amount of liability ineuranee . 


Give details of contiogent lisbility of any kind or nature, ae endorser or guarantor, or ocoommodation endoraer. 


Are any of your assete, other than real esUte, pledged or hypothecated in any wmyT TLA . 


JdiJQ- 


Ars you a partner in any firmT__ — - ■ — 

Is there any other pemnn interested in your bus|lncss, either as a special or Ihnited partnesT — OJL. 

(otsb) 
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first mortgages OB FIRST TRUST NOTES: 


Property 


Street end Number 


Loi 8q. Total Trait 


Amount 

Owned 



SECOND MORTGAGES OR SECOND TRUST NOTES: 


Property 


Street and Number Lot 8q. Total lat Total 3d 


Amount 

Owned 



I hereby certify that the above to a true and eoreect statement n« of the date above touted and I *jjat aqr crwlit 

tow or hereafter given me to made upon the etrength of (he .toatemeats oontained Jtoitin. 


Itoteagned . 






Signature 


Mr. Simon. In each of those statements of roughly $23,000 to $25,- 
<^00, is there shown Mr. Powell’s interest in a farm in Missouri ? 

Mr. Cooker. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. *Did the bank ever check to determine what was the value 
ofthatfarm? 

Mr. Cocker. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The bank didn’t know that it was a couple of vears ago 
sold for $3,000? s 


h 
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Mr. Cocker. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Each of the statements that we have just referred to 
Mr. Cocker, was submitted to the bank in the regular course of ife 
business? 

Mr. Cocker. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And in connection with loans that Mr. Powell from time 
to time made at the bank ? 

Mr. Cocker. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. There are no statements after 1948; is that right? 

Mr. Cocker. I believe that was the latest one ; yes. 

Mr. Simon. That is the last statement. Is that because Mr. Powell 
made no loans from the bank after 1948 ? 

Mr. Cocker. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have with you the liability ledger of Clyde L. 
Powell at tihe Riggs National Bank? 

Mr. Cocker. Yes, sir; I do. 

Mr. Simon. Does that show that beginning on October 15, 1937, he 
made some loans at the bank ? 

Mr. Cocker. None on October — wait a minute. 

Mr. Simon. Isn’t the first loan — the first loan was due October 16, 
1937? 

Mr. Cocker. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Made in September, is that right? 

Mr. Cocker. It was made September 3, due October 15. 

Mr. Simon. And the last of tnese loans was paid off on August 18, 
1948 ? 

Mr. Cocker. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And since that time he did not have occasion to borrow 
at your bank? 

Mr. Cocker. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Except for two secured loans made August and Sep- 
tember of 1940, were all of the loans unsecured loans in amounts vary- 
ing from $500 to $2,500 ? 

Mr. Cocker. That is right, except there was an unsecured loan of 

$ 3 , 000 . 

Mr. Simon. All, except for the two secured loans, were all between 
$3,000 and $5,000? 

Mr. Cocker. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And no loans made after August 1948? 

Mr. Cocker. That is right. 

The Chairman. Without objection, this record will be made a part 
of the record. 

(The information referred to is herewith inserted.) 

Mr. Simon. Have you brought with you the deposit slips of Clyde 
L. Powell for his deposits in his checking account at the Riggs Baim? 

Mr. Cocker. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Are there a total of 259 deposit slips? 

Mr. Cocker. No, sir, I believe there are 260. ^ ^ , 

Mr. Simon. Excuse me. And for convenience in identification, you 
have numbered them 1 to 260 ? 

Mr. Cocker. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And permitted us to have them photostated? 

Mr. Cocker. That is right. 
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The Chairman. Without objection, the deposit slips will be made 
a part of the record as an exhibit rather than to be printed in the 
record. 

Mr. Simon. Have you also brought with you the ledger accounts of 
I the Riggs National Bank for the checking account of Clyde Powell? 

Mr. Cocker. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And those accounts starting December of 1938 ? 

Mr. Cocker. November 1 of 1938. 

Mr. Simon. November 1 of 1938, and they run down through Sep- 
tember 9, 1954; is that right? 

Mr. Cocker. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And you have permitted us to have those photostated? 

Mr. Cocker. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. These records will be made a part of the record as 
an exhibit and will not be printed in the record. 

Mr. Simon. On June 2, 1948, did Clyde Powell make an applica- 
tion for a draft on the Biggs National Bank in the amount of $8,486? 

Mr. Cocker. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Who was that draft payable to? 

Mr. Cocker. Rocco DeGrazia. 


Mr. Simon. That is spelled R-o-c-c-o D-e-G-r-a-z-i-a ? 

Mr. Cocker. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And in the left-hand comer of the application, is there 
a place under which the city or country on which the draft is to be 
drawn? 

Mr. Cocker. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And that indicates Chicago, 111. ? 

■ Mr. Cocker. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Do your records indicate how Mr. Powell paid for 
that draft? 


Mr. Cocker. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. How did he pay for it? 

Mr. Cocker. He gave us five $1,000 bills and seven $500 bills. 

Mr. Simon. That is currency, of course? 

Mr. Cocker. Currency, yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did your bank then issue the draft No. 23978, dated 
June 2, 1948, to the order of Rocco DeGrazia, for $8,486? 

Mr. Cocker. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The draft was drawn on the Continental, Illinois Na- 
tional Bank & Trust Co. of Chicago; is that right? 

Mr. Cocker. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And subsequently the draft was cashed, purporting to 
bear the signature of Mr. DeGrazia, and cashed in the Melrose Park 
Bank? Is that correct? 

4 . 11 I don’t know whether it was cashed or not. I can’t 

wil that. 

Mr. ^MON. Doesn’t the reverse side bear his endorsement? 

bears his endorsement, but it could have been 

deposited. 

Mr. Simon. Either deposited or cashed at the Melrose Park Nation- 
al Bank in Melrose Park, 111. ? 

Mr. Cocker. That is right. 

Tinrf^^ 4 ! Without objection, these records will be made 
part ot the record as an exhibit. 


a 
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Mr. SnvroN. On December 21, 1953, did Mr. Powell make applica- 
tion to the Riggs National Bank for two cashier’s checks to the order 
of W. C. and A. N. Miller Development Co., Washington, D. C.? 
Mr. Cooker. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. One of those was for $5,000 and one for $6,000 ; is that 
right? 

Mr. Cocker. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And on that day, did your bank issue two cashier’s 
checks to the order of W. C. and A. N. Miller Development Co. for 
$5,000 and $6,000 respectively ? 

Mr. Cocker. Yes, sir. 

‘ Mr. Simon. And those checks or cashier’s checks bear the stamp 
of that payee, that they were deposited to its account at the Riggs 
National Bank? 

Mr. Cocker. Yes, sir. 

" ‘ Mr. Simon. Do you know how Mr. Powell paid for those drafts ? 

Mr. Cocker. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did Mr. Powell have a safe-deposit box in the Riggs 
National Bank? 

Mr. Cocker. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The checks were issued on December 21, 1953 ; is that 


right ? 

Mr. Cocker. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Did Mr. Powell enter his safe deposit box on that day ? 

Mr. Cocker. According to the safe deposit box records, yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. According to your records he entered the box on Sep- 
tember 1, 1953 ? 

Mr. Cocker. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And that day purchased the two checks ? 

Mr. Cocker. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. He had a checking account at your bank, of course ? 

Mr. Cocker. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Were the drafts or cashier’s checks to which yon have 
just referred paid to by a check on his checking account ? 

Mr. Cocker. I haven’t looked.; no, sir. 

Mr. Simon. They were not paid for by a check on his checking ac- 
count? 

Mr. Cocker. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And he did enter his safe deposit box on that date ? 

Mr. Cocker. That is right. 

The Chairman. Did he buy these cashier’s checks with cash or cur- 
rency? ' . 

M!r. Cocker. There is no indication on the draft application with 
what he paid for them. 

Mr. Simon. Do I understand, Mr. Cocker, that the reason you know 
that he paid for the DeGrazia draft with the $1,000 and $500 bills, 
that at that time you were required to report large currency transac- 
tions, and in 1953 that requireihent no longer existed ? 

Mr. Cocker. Well, that is right, in effect, yes. We were required 
back in 1948 to file a report with the Federal Reserve on any large 
unusual currency transactions, but in 1953 it was more or less left to 
our discretion as to whether or not we were to report these things to 
the Federal Reserve. 
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Mr. Simon. And on the first draft you did so report the transaction ? 

Mr. Cocker. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. On the second you made no entry either way ? 

Mr. Cooker. That is right. 

The Chairman. Do you know whether he did or did not purchase 
this $11,000 worth of cashier’s checks with currency ? 

Mr. Cooker. No, sir. , 

The Chairman. You have no way of knowing whether he did or did 

not? 

Mr. Cocker. No, sir. 

The Chairman. But you do Imow that he did not purchase them by 
writing a check on your bank? 

Mr. Cocker. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. JMr. Cocker, did Mr. Powell, on July 18, 1960, rent safe 
deposit box G-94 at your bank? 

Mr. Cocker. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Semon. Prior to that date, on July 15, 1938, had he rented 
safe-deposit box No. E-920? 

Mr. Cocker. Yes, sir. That may be 1939, July 15, 1939. 

Mr. Simon. July 15, 1939, 1 think that is right. 

Mr. Cocker. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And he occupied box E-920 from July 15, 1939, to July 
18, 1950 ? 

Mr. Cocker. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You have with you a record of each entry into the 
box? 

Mr. Cocker. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do they average about twice a month ? 

Mr. Cocker. I hadn’t averaged it out, sir. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. I think you will find many months it was 3 or 4 times 
and some months it was just once, but I think you will find it was 
at least twice a month he went into the box. 

On July 18, he surrendered box E-920 and rented box G-94. 

Mr. Cocker. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Is G-94 a bigger box than E-920 ? 

Mr. Cocker. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. How big was box E-920 ? ' 

Mr. Cocker. E-920 was one of the smaller boxes. It is 1 inch deep, 
5 inches wide, 22 inches long. 

Mr. Simon. And he surrendered that for the bigger box in 1950, 
which was how big? 

Mr. Cocker. The G-94 was 2 inches deep, 5 inches wide, and 22 
inches long. 

Mr. Simon. Just twice as big? 

Mr. Cocker. Twice the depth. 

Mr. Simon. As you may or may not recall, the newspapers of April 
13, 1954, record that Mr. Powell left the Federal Housing Adminis- 
tration on that day, and the President announced the so-called housing 
scandals on April 13, 1954. 

Does your record show whether Mr. Powell entered his box on that 
date? 

Mr. Cocker. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. He did enter the box on that date? 

Mr. Cocker. He did enter the box, that is right. 
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The Chairman. What hour ? • Does it show the hour ? 

Mr. Cocker. It is 1 : 23. 

Mr. Simon. I am sorry, he went in at 1 : 14 and out at 1 : 23 ? 

Mr. Cocker. He entered at 1 : 14 and left at 1 : 23. 

Mr. Simon. That would be 9 minutes in the box ? 

Mr. Cocker. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And that would be 1 : 23 in the afternoon, I take it? 

Mr. Cocker. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You are not open in the morning. 

Mr. Cocker, on February 3, 1949, did your bank receive a Western 
Union money order for $1,500 from Los Angeles, Calif., to deposit tW 
amount to the credit of Clyde L. Powell ? 

Mr. Cocker. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. On August 26, 1947, did your bank receive a Western 
Union money order from New York, N. Y., to deposit $1,000 to the 
account of Clyde L. Powell ? 

Mr. Cocker. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. On October 1, 1947, did your bank receive a Western 
Union money order to deposit $8,000 to the account of Clyde L. Poweli, 
which came from Chicago? 

Mr. Cocker. Well, the telegram is dated October 1. It looks as 
though we may have received it on October 2. 

Mr. Simon. And that was from Chicago ? 

Mr. Cocker. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And it was to deposit $8,000 to the account of Clyde L. 
Powell ? 

Mr. Cocker. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Chairman, we have here photostat copies of travel 
vouchers which Mr. Powell submitted to the Federal Housing Ad- 
ministration for reimbursement of travel, which show that he was in 
California, New York, and Chicago, on the dates on which those 
Western Union telegrams were sent to the Riggs Bank. 

The Chairman. The telegrams were sent by Mr. Powell! 

Mr. Simon. Presumably they were sent by him and 

The Chairman. Does your record show the money was wired by Mr. 
Powell? 


Mr. Cocker. That is what the telegram says ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And the travel vouchers that he submitted for reim- 
bursement of travel expense showed he was in those cities on those 


days. 

The Chairman. It will be made a part of the record as' an exhibit. 
' Mr. Simon. Mr. Cocker, h^s each of the documents that you have 
referred to today been listed on a sheet by the Riggs Bank in the ordi- 


nary course of its business? 

Mr. Cocker. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Each of them has been previously submitted to this com- 
mittee so we might make photostats of them ? 

Mr. Cocker. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Bard, at our requ^ have you and others on the staff working 
with you compiled the statistical information as to the total amount 
of cash deposited by Mr. Powell in his account in the Riggs National 
Bank? 
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Mr. Bard. Yes, sir; from the basis of the deposit slips, recapitula- 
tion has been made of the deposits indicated as checks and as the 
deposits indicated as cash. 

Mr. Simon. That is from the deposit slips that Mr. Cocker has be- 
fore liim, photostat copies of which Senator Capehart holds in his 
hand? 

Mr. Bard. That is right. 

The Chairman. Was your record made from these deposit slips? 

Mr. Bard. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. What does the record show he deposited in cur- 
rency in the year ? 

Ml’. Simon. Wliat is the fii’st year for which you have made the 
computation ? 

Mr. Bard. The year 1945. 

Mr. Simon. Plow much currency was deposited that year ? 

Mr. Bard. Currency in the amount of $T,S75. 

Mr. Simon. And how much in checks? 

Mr. Bard. Checks, $6,505. 

Mr. Simon. Have you determined how much he received from the 
Federal Government as his salai’y in the year 1945 ? 

Mr. Bard. Yes. On a net basis, you understand, Mr. Simon, after 
withholding tax and Government retirement and other deductions 
from payroll. His total net salary for the year 1945 was $6,083.46. 

The Ch/Urman. How much did he deposit in currency that year ? 

Mr. Bard. $6,505.05. 

Mr. Simon. The $6,500 is checks, isn’t it? 

Mr. Bard. Yes. This would be paid in check. Now there was a 
travel expense reimbursement for that year. 

Mr. Simon. How much was that? 

Mr. Bard. In the amount of $348.66 or a total received from the 
Government of $6,432.06. 

The Chairman. How much did he deposit in currency that year? 

Mr. Bard. $7,875. 

The Chairman. What was the total deposits of both checks and 
currency ? 

Mr. Bard. $14,380.05. 

The Chairman. How much did he state- his income was on his tax 
return ? 

Mr. Bard. His gross income from the Federal Housing Adminis- 
tration, $9,241.76. 

The Chairman. Is that all that was shown on the return ? 

Mr. Bard. Ic es. That is his total income for the year. 

The Chairman. What was the next year? 

Mr. Bard. The next year was 1946. Cash deposits was $25,305.10. 

Ihe Chairman. And the check deposits? 

Mr. Bard. The check deposits of $12,427.57. 

The Chairman. Making a total of how much? 

Mr. Bard. Total of $37,732.67. 

The Chairman. What did he show as his income on his return? 

Mr. Bard. For the year 1946 ? 

The Chairman. Gross income. 

Mr. Bard. Gross income, $9,742.20. 

The Chairman, And the next year was what ? 
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Mr. Simon. In 1946, Mr. Bard, how much did he actually receive 
from the Federal Government? 

Mr. Bard. A total of $7,595.68, of which 

Mr. Simon. The difference between what he showed on his tax re- 
turn as his income and what they actually paid him would be with- 
holding taxes? 

Mr. Bard. I would like to correct that. His salary, his net amount 
of salary was $7,460.22f. The travel of $135.46 probably was not a 
reportable item. It was reimbursement of expenditures. 

The Chairman. Now the next is what? 

Mr. Bard. 1947. 

The Chairman. How much was the currency deposits? 

Mr. Bard. Currency deposits, $15,140. 

The Chairman. Check deposits? 

Mr. Bard. Check deposits was $24,396.84. 

The Chairman. What was his income on his return ? 

Mr. Bard. His gross income, $9,544.86. 

The Chairman. And the total of deposits and cash was how much; 
that is, checks and currency deposits ? 

Mr. Bard. $39,536.84. 

The Chairman. That was the year 

Mr. Bard. The year 1947. 

The Chairman. Now 1948, how much was deposited ? 

Mr. Bard. May I state his salary for that year, net amount, $7,734.22 
and there was $529.14 reimbursement for travel. 

The Chairman. What was the deposits in 1948 ? 

Mr. Bard. 1948 the cash deposits was $28,500. 

The Chairman. Cash deposits, $28,500 ? 

Mr. Bard. That is right. 

The Chairman. Check deposits ? 

Mr. Bard. $24,746.84. 

' The Chairman. Making a total of what ? 

Mr. Bard. $53,246.84. 

The Chairman. What was the return ? 

Mr. Bard. The return for the year 1948 shows gross income of 
$9,624.45. 

The Chairman. What was the deposits in 1950 ? 

Mr. Bard. May I state his salary for that year ? 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr- Bard. Salary as indicated by the net amount was $8,052.71, and 
there was $866.57 of reimbursement for travel. 

The Chairman. What was his deposits in 1949 ? 

Mr. Bard. The cash deposit was $19,700. 

The Chairman. That is the currency deposits ? 

Mr. Bard. Yes; currency deposits. Check deposits, $9,833.94, for 
a total of $29,533.94. 

The Chairman. What was his salary that year? 

Mr. Bard. His gross salary' for the year reported was $9,987.80. 
The Chairman. And the ctoss amount of his returns ? 

Mr. Bard. The amount of salary from — net amount from the office 
was $8,295.56, with $598.25 worth of travel reimbursement. 

The Chairman. The year 1950 ? 

Mr. Bard. The year 1950, there was no cash deposits. 

The Chairman. In 1950 .there was no cash ? 
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Mr. Bard. No cash. 

The Chairman. 1951 was there any cash ? 

Mr. Bard. No. May I finish with 1950 ? 

The Chairman. Was there any 1950 ? 

Mr. Bard. In 1950, no cash. 

The Chairman. Any cash in 1951 ? 

Mr. Bard. No cash deposits in 1951 ? 

The Chairman. Any cash deposits in 1952 ? 

Mr. Bard. None in 1952. 

The Chairman. Any in 1953 ? 

Mr. Bard. $3,200 in 1953. 

The Chairman. What were the check deposits in 1950 ? 

Mr. Bard. $7,418.32. 

The Chairman. His income was what? 

Mr. Bard. His income for 1953 was $10,514.36. 

The Chairman. What was his gross? 

Mr. Bard. The net amount that he received from the Government 
was $8,410.88, with $381.55 of travel reimbursement. 

The Chairman. And in 1951, what was the currency deposits and 
checks deposited ? 

Mr. Bard. There was no currency deposits in 1951. Checks, 
$8,125.89, and his gross income for 1951 was $11,021.29. The net 
amount was $8,538.15, with $490.95 travel reimbursement. 

The Ch.virman. And 1952? 

Mr. Bard. 1952 tliere was no cash deposits. Check deposits 
nmoiinte(lto$ll,131.34. * ^ 

The Chairman. And lus gross income ? 

Mr. Bard. His gross income 

The ( 'hairman. As shown by his tax return. 

Mr. Bahd. As shown by his tax return, $11,650. The net amount, 
as shown by the FHA records, was $8,864.70, and $475.51 travel 
reimbui'sement. 


The Chairman. And 1953 ? 

Mr. Bard. 1953, there was $3,200 in cash deposits, and $9,690.88 in 
income-tax return for 1953 shows a gross income of 

$ll,yoo.95. 

The Chairman. Tlie year that he discontinued making cash de- 

po^ts is the year that he got the larger safety deposit box. was it? 

Mr. Bard. I believe that is what Mr. Cocker testified,' that he 
changed deposit boxes in 1950. , u ne 

Chairman. What was the total amount of currency deposited 
m those 4 years of 1945 through 1949 ? 

,.,i- years were 1946 through 1949. 1945, of 
which there was $7,875 would be ’ 

Mr. Simon The total of all cash deposits is how much, Mr. Bard ? 
Mr. Bard. 1 he Senator asked for 4 years. 

in loa $10,000 off the total. $7,000 

in 194o, and $3,000 in 19,53; is that right? ’ 

"'■•I^ard. Do you mind if I finish ? 

M ^ H figure it. 

$96,5^20 10^^ years 1945-49, inclusive, the cash deposits were 

The Chairman. Cash deposits in those 4 years or 5 ? 

Mr. hard. Five years, sir. 
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The Chairman. Was $96, 000 

Mr. Bard. $520.10. 

The Chairman. What was the total of the check deposits above liis 
income from the FHA? 

Mr. Bard. His check deposits above his income ? 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. Bard. Sir, I don’t have that figure for the simple reason that 
some of the checks that have been deposited are proceeds from money 
orders and notes and things like that, as distinguished from his actual 
salary. 

Mr. Simon. Some of his salary checks were not deposited in the 
bank? 

Mr. Bard. I can appreciate that. There were also checks deposited 
that did not represent salary. 

Mr. Simon. You have there, I believe, Mr. Bard, the total Govern- 
ment salary during the period and the total ambunt of checks that he 
received ? 

Mr. Bard. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And the total amount of cash. 

Mr. Bard. His total salary for the full period of 1945 through April 
of 1954 


Mr. Simon. Which is almost 10 years. 

Mr. Bard. Almost 10 years, is $75,793.49. That is not the gross 
salary. That is the net amount. 

Mr. Simon. That is the amount that he received by check from the 
Government? . 

Mr. Bard. That is right. 

The Chairman. What is the total deposits for the same period ? 

Mr. Bard. Total deposits for the same period, cash 

The Chairman. Both cash and check ? 

- Mr. Bard. Of cash deposits, $101,220.10. 

The Chairman. How much for check deposits ? 

Mr. Bard. The check deposits was $117,110.79. 

The Chairman. Or a total of how much ? 

Mr. Bard. A total of $218,630.89. 

The Chairman. Which is how much more than his salary and 
income as shown by his tax returns ? 

Mr.' Bard. May I add to his salary the amount of deposit for travel 
of $4,471.88. The excess of the deposits over the salary and the travel 
expense was $138,365.53. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Bard, the $138,000 of excess deposits during this 
period over his income from the Federal Government does not in- 
clude, as I understand it,^ the $19,400 represented by money orders, 
or cashier’s checks that he bought from the Riggs' Bank, the one for 
Rocco De Grazia paid for in cash and two to W. C. and A. N. Miller 
Co., paid for either in cash or by a check on some other bank ? 

Mr. Bard. That is right. This does not include that. 

Mr. Simon. So that his dealings with the Riggs Bank during this 
period indicate receipts of $158,000 in excess of his Government salary ; 
is that right ? 

Mr. Bard. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Just one more question: You have examined his tax 
ret urns for this period of time ? 

Mr. Bard. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Simon. Does any year during the period we have discussed show 
any income whatever other than his salary from the Federal Gov- 
ernment ? 

Mr. Bard. May I go back, just to be sure ? 

No, sir. There was no additional income. 

The Chairman. Your answer is that on his tax returns he did not 
show any income other than the income from the Federal Government? 
Mr. Bard. That is right, sir. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much, gentlemen. We appreciate 
your coming. 

Mr. Maher. Mr. Chairman, my name is Daniel B. Maher. I appear 
here on behalf of the Defendant Powell. May I be permitted to ask 
two questions of this witness ? 

The Chairman. If you will tell us what they are during the noon 
hour we will permit you to do so right after Imich. 

Mr. Maher. I beg pardon ? 

The Chairman. If you will tell us what the questions are during 
the noon hour, we will consider it and permit you to do it right after 
lunch. 

Mr. Maher. May I respectfully state to you, Mr. Chairman, that 
both questions are ^pertinent to the testimony given by the witness. 

The Chairman. We will bring both the gentlemen back at 2 o’clock 
and if we consider your questions as pertinent and fair, we will permit 
you to ask them at 2 o’clock today. 

Mr. Maher. Mr. Chairman, may I respectfully say that the time of 
the nusstatement is when it is uttered. I respectfully ask to ask two 

i|Ll“bCrl OllS* 

, The Chairman. We will give Mr. Powell a chance to testify later 
in.l K any questions or any statement that has 

Tout for 5 SnthY® ^ 

^ not discussing Mr. Powell. I am discussing the 
n^t to cross-examine this witness who has misstated the evidence. 

will^oceed^^^^ cross-examine witnesses. We 

Mr ^her. I don’t expect any right before this committee, 
m Chairman. The next witness will be Mr. Manilow. 

TOU are ohniit P° ®°*®>nnly swear the testimony 

ti hut? ^helf rorOodV ’ 

testimony of NATHAN MANILOW, PAEK FOEEST, ILL., ETC. 

Mr. Manilow. Yes. 

and bl^n4??onn'^pPP‘‘®f be seated and give your name and addre.s.s 
mP reporter for the official record, 

cagojlh ^ Manilow, 105 West Monroe Street, Chi- 

Mr® proceed, Mr. Counsel, 

munity associated with American Com- 

Mr. MANttow^es, I am, Mr. Simon, 
miinity Buildeil^*^* Position do you occupy with American Com- 

60690 — 54 — pt. 4 32 
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Mi\ Manilow. Presently I am its president. 

Mr, Simon. You are president? 

Mr. Manilow. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Wlio are the stockholders of American Community 
Builders? 

Mr. Manilow. I am, of course, Philip N. Klutznick. 

Mr. Simon. How much stock do you own ? 

Mr. Manilow. Forty-five percent of the stock. I don’t know hovi 
many shares. I am giving you percentages. 

Mr. Simon. How much of the stock does Mr. Klutznick own ? 

Mr. Manilow. He and his associates own 45 percent. 

Mr. Simon. How much did Mr. Klutznick pay for his 45 percent 
stock interest in American Community Builders ? 

Mr. Manilow. Mr. Klutznick was not required to make any casli 
investment. 

Mr. Simon. He got 45 percent of the stock for free ? 

Mr. Manilow. He got 45 percent of the stock as an inducement 
on my part to come in and join me in this enterprise. 

Mr. Simon. When was that? 

Mr. Manilow. As best as I can recollect it was in 1946. 

Mr. Simon. 1946? 

Mr. Manilow. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Is that the same Philip Klutznick who was previously 
Administrator of the Federal Public Housing Administration here 
in Washington? 

Mr. Manilow. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. And the stock which in 1946 he got without cost now 
has a book value of some $2^ million ? 

Mr. Manilow. I don’t know what its book value is, Mr. Simon. I 
don’t have the records. I would imagine it must be somewhere in 
that neighborhood. 

Mr. Simon. Now, the American Community Builders built nine 
section 608 projects in Park Forest, 111. ; is that right? 

Mr. Manilow. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Park Forest, 111., is a few miles southwest of the city 
of Chicago’s southwestern boundary ? 

Mr. Manilow. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. About 30 miles from downtown Chicago ? 

Mr. Manilow. Generally it is referred to as that. It depends upon 
what point you pick it up at. 

Mr. Simon. Aoout 30 miles from the Loop ? 

Mr. Manilow. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. The FHA niortgages on the 9 section 608 projects 
totaled approximately^ $27 million ; did they ? 

Mr. Manilow. A little over that^ Mr. Simon. 

Mr. Simon. A little over $27 million ? 

Mr. Manilow. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Then you also built in that project a lot of single- 
family sale houses ? 

Mr. Manilow. More than 3,000 of them. 

Mr. Simon. They were insured by FHA mortgages ? 

Mr. Manilow. Both by FILL VA, building and loans and various 
and sundry. Most of them, Mr. Simon, by FHA and VA. 
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Mr. Simon. What was the approximate total of the FHA mort- 
<rages on the single-family houses? 

^ Mr. Manilow. I would hazard a guess, but I would imagine about 
$30 million. 

Mr. Simon. So the FHA mortgages, both section 608 and sale 
houses totaled about roughly 57 or million dollars ? 

Mr. Manilow. It would be correct, Mr. Simon, if you would in- 
clude VA, because the Veterans’ Administration loans on the single 
families are much more in number than the FHA loans. 

Mr. Simon. I take it you got an FHA commitment to start with? 
Mr. Manilow. For the purposes of construction money generally, as 
is the procedure generally by builders. 

Mr. Simon. So you had a total of $58 million of FHA commit- 
ments ? 

Mr. Manilow. At one time or another. 

Mr. Simon. And roughly 27 or 28 million dollars of those were 
on section 608 projects, 9 buildings. 

Mr. Manilow. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Now after the buildings were substantially completed, 
did the Federal Housing Administration increase the amount of 
those mortgages by about $590,000 ? 

Mr. Manilow. Yes, they did. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know whether on January 4, 1950, Clyde L. 
Powell, as Assistant Commissioner, sent a telegram to the director of 
the Chicago office saying that — 

This is to advise yoii that your recommendation is approved in connection with 
increasing insured mortgages covering Park Forest Co. projects — 

and numbered them — 


At thM request of Mr. Manilow by telephone I advised tlie RFC in Chicago of 
such approval. 

Did you know of that telegram? 

Mr. Manilow. I don’t recall it, but undoubtedly if you have the 
record it must be so. 

Mr. Simon. And did you by telephone request Mr. Powell to ad- 
vise the RFC in Chicago of such approval ? 

Mr. Manilow. I wouldn’t recall that either, of course. I don’t 
know why I would make any such request. I can recognize the pos- 
sibility of my having talked to the office about the matter, but I don’t 
ItnoAv what the nature of the discussion was. 

Mr. Simon. I have before me the original FHA file containing 
what purports to be the carbon copy of the telegram allegedly sent 
in 19.50 and it has the initials, “CLP” on it, indicating Mr. Powell 
initialed it and it says as I have indicated. Is there any doubt in 
your mind that at about January 4, 1950, you called Mr. Powell and 
asked him to advise RFC of that approval ? 

Mr Manilow. I don’t thinly that I called him to advise him. I 
would call him to discuss matters with him, but I wouldn’t call him 
to^vise him about anything. 

1dm yo^ requested 

^ M RFC that the increase had been approved. 

Mr. Simon, it could have been that once the approval 
i*ad been granted, we at that time also had a loan with the RFC, and 
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it was important that they, and their records may disclose, Mr. 
Simon, that they asked me to do this. 

The Chaikman. There is no question but what you did get an 
increase and Mr. Powell did ap^prove it ? 

Mr. Manilow. None at all. Senator. 

Mr. Simon. Was RFC the mortgagee on these loans ? 

Mr. Manilow. The RFC? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. Were they the mortgagee? 

Mr. Manilow. I don’t see how they could be the mortgagee, Mr. 
Simon. 

Mr. Simon. How is that ? 

Mr. Manilow. How could they be the mortgagee ? 

Mr. Simon. Why would Mr. Powell be advising RFC of tlie 
approval ? 

Mr. Manilow. Because we at that time had borrowed money from 
the RFC. 

Mr. Simon. You had borrowed money from the RFC in addition to 
the FHA commitments ? 

Mr. Manilow. That is right. 

The Chairman. Your recollection is then, that RFC did not buy any 
of the mortgage? 

Mr. Manilow. No. 

The Chairman. You simply made a loan from RFC ? 

Mr. Manilow. That is right. 

The Chairman. Do you remember the amount of that loan ? 

Mr. Manilow. No, I do not. I think it was more than once that, 
we borrowed money from them. Once I believe we borrowed money 
from them in connection with our home-for-sale activity, and the 
improvement of that area. 

Mr. Simon. The increase in the mortgages was $590,000, is that 
right? 

Mr. Manilow. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. F rom $27,200,000, to $27,800,000 ? 

Mr. Manilow. I recall. That seems to be the figure. 

Mr. Simon. What was the reason for the increase, Mr. Manilow ? 

Mr. Manilow. We had increased costs during the period of con- 
struction of very much more than the amount. 

Mr. Simon. In other words, your costs went up so they gave you a 
higher mortgage? 

Mr. Manilow. That was understood; at the time that if and wlien 
we could prove additional increases in costs beyond our control, we 
would have the opportunity to make application for such increase. 

Mr. Simon. Did you understand that was the procedure, that if 
costs were higher than you expected you got an increase in 
the mortgage? 

Mr. Manilow. You had a right to, Mr. Simon. 

Mr. Simon. Have you ever heard of anybody getting his mortgages 
decreased because costs were lower than he expected ? 

Mr. Manilow. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know whether in granting this increase they 
failed to make an appraisal of the property as of the reproduction 
cost as of December 31, 1947 ? 

Mr. Manilow. I would like to have you state that question again^ 
sir. 
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Mr. Simon. The law required that in connection with giving one of 
these mortgages, that the mortgage could not be more than 90 percent 
of the estimated replacement cost of the property. 

Mr. Manilow. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. It also could not be more than 90 percent of the esti- 
mated replacement cost as of December 31, 1947, is that right? 

Mr. Maniix)w. As of December 31, 1947? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

It couldn’t be more than the lower of those two estimates, whichever 
was the lowest. 

Mr. Manilow. In connection with the ultimate application, Mr. 
Simon ? 

Mr. Simon. In connection with the section 608 commitment. 

Mr. Manilow. The original application you are talking about? 

Mr. Simon. No, any section 608 mortgage could not be more than 
the lower of the Commissioner’s estimated cost of replacement or 
Commissioner’s estimate of replacement cost on December 31, 1947. 

Mr. Manilow. Is that the expiration date of the act ? 

Mr, Simon. No, that is the date Congress put in the law. 

You didn’t know that was there? 

Mr. Manilow. I should know. I don’t recall that date at the 
moment. 

Mr. Simon. Did you know 

Mr. Manilow. If that is the date that is undoubtedly so. 

Mr. Simon. Did you know FHA waived that requirement in this 
case on the ground that the $590,000 increase was an inconsequential 
amount ? 

Mr. Manilow. No. I know they did not waive it on that account. 

I am sure they didn’t. 

Mr. Simon. I have a letter from Curt C. Mack to Clyde Powell, one 
paragraph of which says: 


■ 

It may be said that the amount of increase requested is inconsequential in 
relation to total mortgage amount, and it is not believed that the Commissioner’s 
risks or interests would be unduly jeopardized by granting the increase re- 
quested. It would appear to be perhaps a justification for the increase in rents 
requested, which averages $4.91 per unit per month. 


Did you know of that ruling by FHA? 

Mr. Manilow. I do not recall it but it must be so. 
lou are reading from the record, Mr. Simon, but may I at this time 
direct ^ur attention to the fact that the increase in the loans relating 

in wLhin^o projects was upon application originally rejected 
It was recommended by the Chicago office. 

Mr. SmoN. And approved by Clyde Powell in Washington, ac- 
^o the telegram I just read you. 

Mr. Manilow. I am not disputing the record Mr. Simon. I have 
no way of 

increase, is that right ? 

^ afford me the opportunity 

^ show how I think that it is important. 

name 5 I remember his 

of thA Counsel then of the HHF A, said that in view 

isiiiB^ act under which the original commitments were 

US, namely, the twenty-seven-million-odd dollars had ex- 
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pired, and a new act had then been introduced, and as you will recall, 
Senator, the first part was on the basis of room count, $1,800 per 
room, tlie other was on the basis of unit, $8,100 per unit. General 
Counsel for HHFA, the Housing and Home Finance Agency, did 
not agree with Mr. Bovai'd, and as I recall it the general counsel for 
the committee at this time did not agree, and so 

Mr. Simon. On that 

Mr. Manilow. This is showing the legality of the procedure be- 
cause — 

Mr. Simon. We are not questioning the legality. 

Mr. Manilow. Because by law tliis act was amended so that this 
increase and increases of this kind could be had. 

The Chairman. All we are interested in is the fact that you did ask 
for an increase in the mortgage. 

You did receive it. Mr. Powell approved it, and Mr. Mack, the 
chief appraiser, I believe 

Mr. Simon. Chief underwriter, waived the requirement for an 
estimate. 

The Chairman. He waived the requirement for an estimate and 
said it was inconsequential. 

I think those are facts. 

That is all we are interested in hearing, just the facts. 

Mr. Kenney? 

Mr. Kenney. I want to ask a question. 

In your application for increase, it was filed on October 25, 1949, 
to, the Chicago FHA office? 

Mr. Manilow. That is right. 

Mr. Kenney. That was denied by FHA ? 

Mr. Manilow. That is right. 

Mr. Kenney. Subsequently you went over the heads of FHA to 
the HHFA ; is that right? 

Mr. Manilow. And to the Banldng and Currency Committee. 

Mr. Kenney. They overruled FHA? 

Mr. Manilow. They did by recommending this Senate resolution, 
which passed unanimously, so that this inequity could be corrected. 

Mr. Kenney. Had they instructed FHA to give recognition to your 
claim? 

Mr. Manilow. I don’t know whether I could use the term “in- 
structed,” but they were- — ^ 

Mr. Kenney. Pressured ? 

Mr. Manilow. They were permitted under this procedure to recog- 
nize it. \ 

The Chairman. What year was that, 1949 ? 

Mr. Altman. 1949. 

Mr. Simon. Now, Mr. Manilow, prior to March 1948, did you ask 
the FHA office in Chicago to permit you to collect 2 months’ rent for 
the final 2 months of your leases, to invest the money in Government 
bonds and retain the income? 

Mr. MANHiOW. We did make tile request for the right to obtain a 
2-month rental security deposit. 

We have been doing that. 

Mr. Simon. And to invest the money in the Government bonds and 
keep the income ? 
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Mr. Manilow. No. We, by negotiation with the FHA office in 
Chicago, Mr. Simon, got the right to invest these moneys in schools, 
in Park Forest; by loaning the moneys to the school districts, in 
order to enable them to build schools. 

Mr. Simon. But you get interest on it and keep the interest, is that 
right ? 

Mr. Manilow. We lost money. We did not get interest from these 
school districts, Mr. Simon. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ask FHA, prior to March of 1948, for per- 
mission to collect 2 months’ rent in advance to invest the money and to 
keep the interest ? 

Mr. Manilow. We might have. 

Mr. Simon. Did you? 

Mr. Manilow. I don’t know. I would imagine we probably did. 
The Chairman. You testified yesterday that you did. Your answer 
yesterday was yes. 

Mr. Manilow. We probably did. I don’t have the papers before me. 
Mr. Simon. Isn’t it a fact on March 24 — and that is a significant 
date — ^March 24, 1948, Kelly wrote Powell recommending that you 
be permitted to do that, and on May 24, 1948, Powell wrote Kelly, 
approving that conduct? 

The Chairman. I think we should identify Kelly. Was he State 
FHA director? 

Mr. Manilow. He was State FHA director. 

The Chairman. What was his first name? 

Mr. Manilow. Ed. 

The Chairman. Edward J. Kelly? 

Mr. Manilow. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Is the fact I have just stated correct? 

Mr. Manilow. I believe it is. 

Mr. Simon. Now on March 11, 1948, which was just preceding 
Kelly’s letter to Powell on this rental business, did you have a busi- 
ness transaction with Clyde Powell? 

Mr. Manilow. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Simon. Would you tell the committee what that was, please? 
Mr. Manilow. I received a telephone call from Mr. Kelly, director 
or the FHA, whom I held in very high regard, as did everyone else, 
and asking me if I would do him a favor. I said I would, to such an 
extent as I could, and he told me that 

Simon. Can you place the date of that call, Mr. Manilow? 

Mr. Manilow. It would be very close to the date of the first note 
It would have to be within days of it. 

Mr. Simon. Maybe I can help you. Is your telephone number or 
was it at that time “DI-8306.?” 

Mr. Manilow. “GI-?” 

Mr. Simon. “DI.” 

Mr. Manilow. “DIversieh-8306?” 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. Manilow. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. That was your telephone number? 

Mr. Manilow. Yes. 

I’ On March 3, 1948, Clyde Powell made a long distance 

can trom his apartment at the Wardman Park to you in Chicago, and 
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talked to you for 6 minutes. Does that help you to fix the date on 
which Mr. Kelly called you ? 

Mr. Manilow. I say I couldn’t recall the exact date, but I say it is 
all so close. It was within that period. 

Mr. Simon. Did Kelly call you before or after Powell called you? 

Mr. Manilow. My best recollection is he called me before. I would 
have no reason to discuss the situation I don’t think other than that. 

Mr. Simon. What did Kelly say to you ? 

Mr. Manilow. He said that Mr. Powell was in a difficult situation, 
and he would like to have, if I could, me make him a loan of $7,500. 

Mr. Simon. Did you agree to make the loan ? 

Mr. Manilow. 1 did. 

Mr. Simon. For how long a period of time ? 

Mr. Manilow. I made the loan for 90 days. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Powell’s salary at that time was about $8,000 a year, 
that is, take-home pay. How did you figure he was going to.be able 
to pay a $7,500 loan in 90 days when his gross income in that period 
would only be $2,000 ? 

Mr. Manilow. Mr. Simon, I really didn’t figure. I wish I had, but 
I didn’t. 

Mr. Simon. So you loaned him the $7,500 ? 

Mr. Manilow. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Was that by naving the Merchant’s National Bank in 
Chicago discount a note of Powell’s which you endorsed and having 
them send $7,500 to Powell at the Biggs Bank? 

Mr. Manilow. Yes. Powell sent me his note, which I endorsed, dis- 
counted it at the Merchant’s National Bank and directed them to wire 
the proceeds of that to his account at the Riggs National Bank at 
WasniMton. 

Mr. t^MON. What was the subject of this 5-minute telephone con- 
versation you had with Powell on March 3, 1948 ? 

Mr. Manilow. I couldn’t say, Mr. Simon. I don’t recall it, but I 
would imagine it had to do with the terms or methods, or the manner 
by which the proceeds were to get to him. 

Mr. Simon. The note became due on June 9, 1948 ? 

Mr. Manilow. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Was it paid? 

Mr. Manilow. It was not. 

Mr. Simon. It was renewed for another 90 days? 

Mr. Manilow. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. The second note became due on September 8, 1948? 

Mr. Manilow. That is right* 

Mr. Simon. Was it paid? 

Mr. Manilow. Partially. 

Mr. Simon. So far as the bank was concerned, you paid the bank the 
full amount of the note? 

Mr. Manilow. They generally, as you know, charge it to your ac- 
count, or you p^ it. 

Mr. Simon. Pfow much of the $7,500 did Powell pay you ? 

Mr. Manilow. $2,000 and renewal note of $5,500. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat was the due date of the $5,500 renewal note? 

Mr. Manilow. It was for 3 months also. 

Mr. Simon. So it would have been dUe December 8, 1948 ? 

Mr. Manilow. Must be. 
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Mr. Simon. Was that $5,500 ever paid? 

Mr. Manilow. It was paid but not on the due date. 

Mr. Simon. On the due date ? 

Mr. Manilow. Not on the due date. 

Mr. Simon. When was it paid ? 

Mr. Manilow. I cannot recall the date. 

I don’t know the date. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat is your best recollection as to when it was paid? 
Mr. Manilow. The best recollection is that somewhere within a 
period of 6 months from the date that it was due. 

Mr. Simon. You cannot pin it any closer than 6 months? 

Mr. Manilow. I wish I could. 

Mr. Simon. Six months would be somewhere between December 8, 
1949, and — excuse me, somewhere between December 8, 1948, and June 
8, 1949; is that right? 

Mr. Manilow. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And in that 6-month period you cannot tell us any 
closer than that when it was? 

Mr. Manilow. I am sorry. I wish I could. 

The Chairman. That was the period in which you say he paid you ? 
Mr. Manilow. That is the best of my recollection. 

Mr. Simon. Was it paid in check or by cash ? 

Mr. Manilow. In cash. 

Mr. Simon. Paid in cash. 

Mr. Manilow. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What bills did he give you ? 

Mr. Manilow. I don’t recall that. I know there were nothing big- 
ger than hundred-dollar bills. 

Mr. Simon. Nothing bigger than hundred-dollar bills? 

Mr. Manilow. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Where were you when he paid you the $5,500 ? 

Mr. Manilow. I was in Washington. 

Mr. Simon. Where in Washington? 

Mr. Manilow. I could have only been at 1 or 2 places. Generally, 
I stay at either the Statler or the Mayflower Hotels. 

Mr. Simon. Did he come to your hotel and pay it to you ? 

Mr. Manilow. To the best as I recall. 

Mr. Simon. Did anybody see him pay you the money ? 

Mr. Manilow. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What did you do with the $5,500 ? 

Mr. Manilow. I kept it. 

Mr. Simon. Did you deposit it in a bank anywhere? 

Mr. Manilow. Unfortunately, I did not. 

Mr. Simon. You did not? 

Mr. Manilow. No. 

Mr. Simon. What did you do with the money then? 

Mr. Manilow. I consumed it over a period of time. 

Mr. Simon. You just spent it? 

Mr. Manilow. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You carried the money around in your pocket until it 
was gone? 

Mr Manilow. I don’t imagine I did. I imagine I carried parts of 
o remainder probably was around my office. 

Mr. Simon. Just sitting around the office? 
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Mr. Manilow. Not sitting around the office. I have ah office that 
has an appreciable amount of privacy. I might have kept it in my 
file desk. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t recall what you did with this $5,500 cash? 

Mr. Manilow. I have no idea. It might have been done over a 
period of a year. 

Mr. Simon. Took you a year to spend it? 

Mr. Manilow. It might have. 

Mr. Simon. Why didn’t you deposit it in a bank ? 

Mr. Manilow. I carry sums of money around my office. It wasn’t 
a transaction that I was particularly anxious to discuss and tell all of 
my people in the office about. 

Mr. Simon. I should think you would be proud of the fact you got 
the money back and would deposit it in your account. 

Mr. Manilow. I wish today, to God, that he either hadn’t paid it 
or he had paid it in the manner which the others got paid, and I 
wouldn’t have tliis problem. 

Mr. Simon. When did you file your 1949 income-tax return ? 

Mr. Manilow. I filed that return, as required by law, I pi*esume 
sometime prior to March 15, 1950. 

Mr. Simon. And it would have to be after January 1, 1950? 

Mr. Manilow. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. So you filed your income-tax return for the year 1949 
somewhere between 6 and 15 months after you claimed Clyde Powell 
paid you this $5,500 in cash. 

Mr. Manilow. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Yet, on your 1949 income-tax return, didn’t you claim 
this $5,500 from Clyde Powell as a bad debt, and give December 31, 
1949, as the day on which it became a bad debt ? 

Mr. Manilow. It was the way it was included in my income-tax 
return, unfortunately; yes. 

Mr. Simon. The income-tax return that you filed in 1950 showed this 
$5,500 as a bad debt, giving the date of December 31, 1949, as the date 
on which it became a bad debt ; is that right ? 

Mr. Manilow. That must be right. 

Mr. Simon. And yet you now say that some 6 to 11 months earlier 
he had paid you ; is that right? 

Mr. Manilow. That is right. 

The Chaiuman. Which is correct? 

Mr. Manilow. The fact is. Senator, that I did not advise my people 
in my office of the fact that I had received this money. 

Mr. Simon. But you did sigh your income-tax return, didn’t you? 

Mr. Manilow. I did that. ' . ' 

Mr. Simon. There were only 3 items on your income-tax return for 
the year 1949 of losses ; just 3. 

Mr. Manilow. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. One of them was “C. Powell, $5,500.” Didn’t you see 
that before you sent your tax return ? 

Mr. Manilow. However, Mr. Simon, what you bring out there makes 
it self-evident that I certainly was not attempting to conceal any trans- 
action with Mr. Powell. If I put his name in there and wrote the 
transaction into the income-tax return, it was not something I was 
trying to conceal. 
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Tlie Chairman. Mr. Manilow, after you testified that Powell paid 
you the $5,500 the early part of 1949, and yet in the early part of 1950 
you filed an income-tax return in which you said he had not paid you, 
and said it was a bad account and took it as a bad account on your tax 

return. . 

Mr. Manilow. Yes, Senator, but later — I do not remember ]ust how 
long later, maybe a year and a half or so, or whatever time that was 
when they generally check your income-tax returns, my accountant 
came in and told me that item was questioned. I said, I am sorry you 
had it in there because it has been paid. 

Mr. Simon. Isn’t it a fact, Mr. Manilow, it was 2 years later in 
1952, that the Internal Kevenue Service questioned it and they ques- 
tioned it only because you had no proof that it was a bad debt because 
you couldn’t prove you had tried to collect it, and the reason that the 
Internal Revenue Service disallowed it in 1952, which is 3 years after 
you say it was paid, was simply because you couldn’t prove you tried to 
collect it ? 

Mr. Manilow. That may be their position, but I am trying to say 
to you that when it was called to my attention that they were in the 
office, asking about this item, I then informed them it had been paid and 
therefore it had no place in there as an item of bad debt. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t you read your income-tax return before you 
signed it ? 

Mr. Manilow. It may sound silly, biTt I just cannot tell you now 
whether I looked or scanned it as carefully as I should. 

Mr. Simon. I don’t think there is any occasion to disclose here the 
total amounts in there, but I think you will agree that they are sub- 
stantial enough that a man would have an interest in reading his ta^: 
return. 

Mr. Manilow. I won’t dispute that. I should have. 

Mr. Simon. You say you did not read your tax return before you 
signed it ? 

J^r. Manilow. I say I do not know what prompted me to overlook 
the item because had I certainly seen it, I would have seen that it was 
taken out. 

Mr. Simon. At any rate, your testimony is that somewhere between 
January and June or somewhere between December of 1948 and June 
uf 1949, Powell paid you $5,500 in cash, that you put it in your pocket, 
that nobody saw you get the money, and you spent the money over a 
period of time, that in March of 1950 you claimed $5,500 as a bad debt, 
and in 1952, the revenue people disallowed it; is that the story? 

Mr. Manilow. In 1952 1 said when it was called to my attention that 
ihe revenue people were questioning the item, I informed my people 
that it had been paid, and should not have been in there. 

Mr. Simon. And you never told that to anybody until after the 
revenue people had questioned it on the gromid that there was no proof 
of an effort to collect? 

Mr. Manilow. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Have you been questioned by anybody else within the 
last 30 days about this item ? 

Mr. Manilow. Yes. I have been questioned by the D^artment — 
by the Federal Bureau of Investigation and by the Income Tax Depart- 
ment. 
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Mr. Simon. Did you tell them the same story you are testifying 
here today ? ® 

Mr. Manilow. I do not see how I could have told them any other 
story. 

Mr. Simon. My question is whether you told them the same story 
you are telling us here today. 

Mr. Manilow. I believe I did. 

Mr. Simon. Did you tell the FBI when you talked to them the 
$5,500 had been paid in 1949 ? 

Mr, Manilow. I told the FBI that I felt that was paid some time 
within about 6 months after the maturity of the note. 

Mr. Simon. Are you certain that you never told the FBI that it had 
not been paid ? 

Mr. Manilow. As best as I can recollect, I don’t see how in the 
world I could have said it had not been paid. 

Mr. Simon. We are not talking about something now that happened 
5 years ago. We are talking about conversation 

Mr. Manilow. I would say that I could not have said that. 

Mr. Simon. That is not my Question. My question is whether in 
the last 30 days you told the FBI that the $5,500 note had not been 
repaid. 

Mr. Manilow. No, 

Mr. Simon. You are certain you did not?- 

Mr. Manilow. I feel I am positive. 

Mr. Simon. You are positive you did not tell the FBI in the last 
30 days at any time that the $5,500 note had not been paid ? 

Mr. Manilow. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You are certain of that? 

Mr. Manilow. Yes. 

The Chaerman. Mr. Manilow, what — ^you testified that Mr. Ed 
Kellv, who was the State FHA director of Illinois, called you and 
asked you to make this loan to Powell. Did he tell you why you 
should make it to Powell or tell you the trouble Powell was having? 

Mr. Manilow. He did not give me any details. Senator. 

The Chaiman. He did not give you any details ? 

Mr. Manilow. I don’t recall he did. 

The Ohaikman. Mr. Kelly has since died, hasn’t he ? 

Mr. M A iHLOw. That is right. I don’t recall any details. 

The PHAinMAN. Did you ever call the fact that Mr. Powell bor- 
rowed $7-500 from you to the attention of any FHA high officials 
here in Washington ? 

Mr. Manilow. No. sir, I did hot. 

The Chairman. Who was the FHA Commissioner during that pe- 
riod ? That was in 1948, wasn’t it? 

Mr. Manilow. That is right. 

The Chairman. Who was the FHA Commissioner during that 
time ? 

Mr. Manilow. As best as I can recall, Mr. Pichards. 

The Chairman. Mr. Richards was the Director? 

Mr. Manilow. T think so. 

The Chairman. Did you ever tpll Mr, Richards that Mr. Powell 
had borrowed this monev? 

Mr. Manilow. No, T did not. 


i 
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The Chairman. Did it seem strange to you that Mr. Powell, a 
Government employee here — and you knew about the amount of salary 
he was receiving — had $5,500 in cash that he could hand you one day ? 

Mr. Manilow. Senator, I was so pleased at getting the money that 
it didn’t occur to me. If I had been doing more clear thinking at the 
time, I would not have made the loan. I was just insistent I wouldn’t 
and that is it. 

Unfortunately, I did. 

The Chairman. Did you ever give or loan Mr. Powell any money 
prior to this or after ? 

Mr. Manilow. No, sir, I did not. 

The Chairman. What did your associates — ^you told them about 
this? 

Mr. Manilow. No, I did not. 

The Chairman. You kept it a secret? 

Mr. Manilow. It was a loan I made him personally. Senator, and 
anyone that knows my associate, Mr. Klutznick, knows him to be one 
of the most respected and honored men of the country, and I just 
made this a personal matter. It had no relationship whatsoever 
with regard to the Park Forest endeavors, which, Senator, have been 
heralded the Nation over as the finest achievement of its kind in 
housing in America. 

There were no windfalls there 

The Chairman, We do not question that. We are talking about 
the fact 


Mr. Manilow. About this unfortunate thing. 

The Chairman. About this $7,500. 

Mr. Manilow, Senator, I prayed many times and I wish- 


Ihe Chairman. Mr. Powell deposited to his account in the Piggs 
Bank some hundred thousand dollars in currency over 4 years. 

Mr. M^ilow. The facts. Senator, are that I used every effort to 
collect. The records indicate that. There was nothing secret I have 
about the transaction. Senator. 

banks'^'^ through the banks, and wired to him through the 

Certainly the record is clear that I did not try to conceal any part 
01 that transaction as far as the record is concerned. 

Mr. Simon. Except the $5,500. 

Mr. Manilow. Unfortunately, I wish he had never paid it to me 
or 1 wish I had insisted that I was as careful with that, Mr. Simon 
the way he paid the other. ’ 

Mr. Simon. I would like to make the record perfectly clear. It is 
your testimony that you never — let me put it this way : It is your testi- 

.nn talked to the FBI about this you told them 

me Jt>5.500 had been repaid? 

Mr. Manilow. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. That is absolutely right? 

Mr. Manilow. That is right, 
he Chairman. Any further questions? Mr. Kenney? 

Forit ? ^^^at is your total investment in Park 

ascertain that amount, but it is about sev- 
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Mr. Bjennet. Mortgages of $57 million and you had equity require- 
ments so your total investment must have been, including the mort- 
gages, a very substantial amount. 

Mr. Manilow. In addition — we are discussing two things here, I 
believe: One, the equity investment in Park Forest companies? 

The CriMBMAN. You can give us that if you want to. We will be 
very glad to get into it because it will show your capital stock is very, 
very small. 

Mr. Manilow. We did that, but. Senator, you know from the 
record 

The Chairman. I know you made big loans but they were repaid 
later. 

Mr. Manilow. Personally, we borrowed money. 

The Chairman. Kepaid out of the proceeds of the mortgage ? 

Mr. Manilow. No. 

The Chairman. The capital structime, the amount of money in your 
corporation, is very, very small. 

Mr. Simon. $50,000. 

Mr. Manilow. No; just a moment. 

Mr. Simon. Your capital structure is $60,000 of common stock, 
$600,000 of preferred stock, which you bought, and that is the only 
capital that any stockholder ever put in. 

Mr. Manhow. As capital for stock, that is right. 

Mr. Simon. You got over $60 million worth of FHA commitments. 

Mr. Manilow. That is true, but what I was saying 

The Chairman. You borrowed a lot of money, but it was paid back? 

Mr. Manilow. That is right. 

The Chairman. We are talking about capital investment. 

Mr. Manilow. I am trying only to say one thing. As individuals we 
borrowed that money. 

The Chairman. It was paid back to you ? 

Mr. Manilow. That is correct. 

Mr. Kenney. How successful has this been? 

Mr. Manilow. How successful has Park Forest been? 

Mr. Kenney. Yes. 

Mr. Manilow. There are presently more than 6,000 families resid- 
ing in Park Forest. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Manilow, could you have built Park Forest with- 
out FHA commitments? 

Mr. Manilow. I would have to say that a community like that 
could not have been built without insured mortgage facilities, such 
as was available during those days. 

Mr. Simon. You could nob have gqt the FHA commitments without 
Ed Kelly and Clyde Powell signing the right papers? 

Isn’t that true? 

Mr. Manhow. Without processing them through their office. 

Mr. Simon. Certainly Kelly had to sign every commitment you got; 

didn’t he? . . j-j 

Mr. Manilow. Ultimately, -as I understand it, as director he did 
have to, but it has to be, as you know, processed in the details which 
you are familiar with and i do not think we want to consume time 
doing that. 

Mr. Kenney. Do you have a large waiting list of tenants for your 
apartments? 
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Mr. Manilow. We have had for years and do now have, as large a 
waiting list as we wish to create but it is unfair to create a waiting list 
beyond a given number of months. I think Mr. Simon is familiar, 
coming from Chicago, with Park Forest. 

The Chairman. I do not think there is any question but what it is 
a nice project. 

Mr. Manilow. Thank you. Senator. 

The Chairman. That is not the point. 

Mr. Manilow. I understand that, too. 

The Chairman. Any other questions? If not, we thank you very, 
very much. 

Mr. Manilow. May I with your permission introduce these into 
the record? 

The Chairman. Is it a statement? 

Mr. Manilow. Yes. 

The Chairman. Without objection, your statement will be made 
a part of the record. 

(The statement referred to follows:) 


Statement by Nathan Manilow, President, American Community Builders 

Early in 1948, Edward P. Kelly, PHA director in Chicago, a person for whom 
I had the utmost regard, telephoned me to tell me that Clyde Powell, a personal 
friend of his, was in immediate need of a loan of $7,500 to help solve a serious 
personal problem. 

Kelly asked me if I would advance this money to Powell as a favor to him, 
Kelly. I agreed to help Powell by discounting a personal note of his at my 
bank, the Merchants National Bank in Chicago. I agreed to take the note for 90 
(lays. Powell mailed me his note, dated March 10, 1948, for $7,500 bearing in- 
terest at the rate of 4 percent. . » b 

I personally endorsed this note and discoimted the same at my bank. The pro- 
ceeds to the amount of $7,500 were wired by the Merchants National Bank in 
Chicago to the credit of Powell at the Riggs National Bank in Washington. 
D. C. Bank records will verify these facts. 

On June 10, 1948, Powell requested a 90-day extension. It was granted. 

This extension was due on September 7, and when Powell did not pay on 

September 7, the bank charged my account on September 8 with the sum of 
$7,o7D. 

On September 9, 1948, I received a check from Powell for $2,075 representing 
payment of $2,000 against the principal plus interest. In addition, Powell sent 
me a new note for $5,500 representing the unpaid balance and bearing interest at 
tne rate of 4 percent. This was due Decemt^r 8, 1948. 

On December 2, 1948, I sent the note for $5,500 to the late William Nelson, 
uce president of the Merchants National Bank, and requested him to collect pay- 
ment. I would like to point out that I used the bank literally as a collection 
agency so that Powell could not feel that he owed me this money personally This 
pro(?edure is documented by correspondence with the bank. 

balance and I requested that it re- 
turn the note to me. It was my intent to personally collect the balance 

nf Washington frequently during this period and each time made a point 

the money. As I recollect. I received $5,600 in cash from 

thp during that year. As far as I was concerned the matter of 

the loan was closed upon my receiving this money. maicer or 

I normally keep fairly large amounts of cash readily avail- 

unusual for me not to deposit this money. 
flueZ’Mr P question raised that this loan was made to in- 

S ^ & 0?J? T and facilitate the increase of onr FHA loan In the 

Chienvn'pH A® m P“i“t out that when we applied for this Increase through the 

Washington marked “Approved.” The facts 
buUt if 11 i,,^" i*>e summer of 1949 when the nine 608 projects that were being 

»»ilt in the village of Park Forest were nearing completion, preliminary oral 
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conversations were held with the mortgage bankers nnd the local FHA office 
with a view to securing an adjustment in the commitments because of the in- 
creased costs incurred which were beyond the control of the sponsor. In a pre- 
liminary examination of the facts it was readily conceded that the eligible in^ 
crease in cost was several times the maximum that would be permissible under 
the statutory limitation of $1,800 per room, if it were applied. There never was 
any controversy about these facts. Incidentally, the Park Forest projects were 
not alone in this predicament. 

I wrote a letter in some detail regarding this matter to Mr. Albert Cole fol- 
lowing issuance of the final report of his agency a few weeks ago and I am 
offering this letter for the record. 

At this time, Congress was considering amendments to the Housing Act, On 
October 6, 1949, the Senate passed Senate Joint Resolution 134. A few days later, 
the House of Representatives concurred in this action, thereby permitting 
projects in the predicament of Park Forest to secure relief under the law. 

The files of the FHA' will disclose that on November 10, 1949, the various Park 
Forest companies made application through their representative mortgagees 
for this relief. It was not until February 1, 1950 — or about 3 months later— 
that the FHA approved these applications for increase in mortgage commitments. 

This information should make very clear that the increase in mortgage was 
possible only following a congressional resolution amending the law. Mr. Powell 
was, of course, in no position to influence such congressional legislation. 

Further, I would like to point out that unlike other cases which have been 
discussed before this committee, we did not receive any windfall. On the con- 
trary, the sponsors of Park Forest, which today houses 25,000 people, put up 
several millions of dollars in cash oVer and above the loan, even after the in- 
crease. We are proud of the record of Park Forest and its service in helping 
to solve the housing problem. I am pleased for this opportunity to set the record 
straight. f 

The Chairman. Mr. Dexter, will you please be sworn ? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole ti*uth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

TESTIMONY OP WARDWELL C. DEXTER, SILVER SPRINO, MD. 

Mr. Dexter. I do. 

The Chairman. Thank you, sir. Please be seated. Give the re- 
porter your name and address, please. 

Mr. Dexter. Ward well C. Dexter, 1401 Highland Drive. 

Mr. Simon. You are Wardwell C. Dexter? 

Mr. Dexter. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. W-a-r-d-w-e-1-1 C. Dexter? 

Mr. Dexter. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You live at 1401 Highland Drive, Silver Spring, Md. 

Mr. Dexter. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You now run a parking lot here in the District? 

Mr. Dexter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was your business in 1940 and 1941 ? 

Mr. Dexter. Bookmaker. 

Mr. Simon. A bookmaker? 

Mr. Dexter. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Were you what is known as commissionman ? 

Mr. Dexter. Partially. 

Mr. Simon. And did you work with “Blackjack” Keleher? 

Mr. Dexter. I worked with John Keleher. 

Mr. Simon. Excuse me. He is the same man whom the newspapers 
sometimes call “Blackjack” Keleher? 

Mr. Dexter. They do. 
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Mr. Simon. During the time you were a bookmaker, did you -know 
Clyde Powell ? 

Mr. Dexter. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What was your relationship with Clyde Powell ? 

Mr. Dexter. Unfortunate. 

Mr. Simon. Unfortunate? 

Mr. Dexter. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. I didn't mean to inquire as to the outcome of it but 
you did liave business dealings with him ? • 

Mr. Dexticr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You took bets from him ? 

Mr. Dexter. That it right. 

Mr. Simon. Where did you go to take those bets ? 

Mr. Dexter. Vermont Avenue— I took them over the phone. 

Mr. Simon. You took them over the phone ? 

Mr. Dexter. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever go to his office to either pay off or collect ? 
Mr. Dexter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was your arrangement with Mr. Keleher as to 
the type of debt you would take and the type of debts he would take? 

Mr. DEX 1 T.R. The arrangements were that I kept a certain amount 
and gave J ack the rest of it. 

Mr. Simon. What I had in mind, when they got to be over a certain 
amount. 


Mr. Dexter. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You turned them over to him to handle them« 

Mr. Dexit:r. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And you just took what the trade would call the smaller 
bets ? 

Mr. Dexter. That is right. 

T he ( hiAiRjsr.vN . What do you mean by small bets ? 

Mr. Dexter. $10, $20. 

I he ( hiAiiotAN. What do you mean by large bets ? 

Mr. Deeper. You can use your own judgment about that. It would 
ail (leptuul. Senator, on what the odds were on the particular horse. 

Mr. Simon. Who introduced you to Powell ? 

Mr. De.xter. I believe if I remember right, and I am takino- this 
irom inenimy, Mr. Keleher told me to contact Powell ; that he had 
met him at Fenner Bean’s office. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Keleher told you that? 

Mr. Dexter. That is right. 

Tlie Chairman. Whose office? 

Mr. I)exter. The stockbroker, Fenner vt Bean. 

If Fenner & Bean. I see. 

l^ime Mr. Keleher turned Pow’ell over to you 
Decanse the bets were too small for Mr. Keleher to fool with? ‘ 

would be ^ believe Mr. Keleher knew what the play 

Mr. S I AH )N. But you went to him ? 

Mr. Dexter. That is right. 

Mr. Dextkr. For a period of approximately 9 months. 

fiOttOO — ,f)4 — pt. 4 
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Mr. Simon. For a period of about 9 months ? 

Mr. Dexter. Approximately ; yes. 

Mr. Simon. Is that the later half of 1940 and early half of 194if 
Mr. Dexter. I am guessing at that period. 

Mr. Simon. It was about 9 months? 

Mr. Dexter. Roughly. 

Mr. Simon. You took a bet almost every day? 

Mr. Dexter. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Do yon recall what those bets would average a week? 
Mr. Dexter. I would say that they would run around $100 or $120 
a day. 

Mr. Simon. $100 to $120 a day. 

Mr. Dexter. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Is that right? 

Mr. Dexter. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Will you tell the committee in your own words this 
final experience you had with Mr. Powell ? 

Mr. Dexter. I didn’t hear the question, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Would you tell the committee in your own words this 
final experience that you had with Mr. Powell ? 

Mr. Dexter. That particular day I am talking about Mr. 
Powell 

Mr. Simon. That would be sometime in 1941 ? 

Mr. Dexter. Either 1940 or 1941. At any rate, he started betting, 
betting the kind of money I didn’t want to handle because I was 
responsible for anything that I gave Mr. Keleher, and I told Jack 
at the time that 

Mr. Simon. I am sorry, I didn’t get you. How big a bet did he 
want to place? 

Mr. Dexter. If I remember right, and I am guessing at this also, 
because this is a long time ago, I think Mr. Powell went that day for 
around $1,500. 

Mr. Simon. $1,500? 

Mr. Dexter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. On one horse? 

Mr. Dexter. No. 

Mr. Simon. On several horses? 

Mr. Dexter. On a series of bets. 

Mr. Simon. A series of bets for 1 day’s races? 

Mr. Dexter. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Did you call Keleher? 

Mr. Dexter. I was in Keleher’s office. 

Mr. Simon. You were in Keleher’s office at the time? 

Mr. Dexter. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What did you tell Keleher? 

Mr. Dexter. I told him I did not want to be responsible for it. 

Mr. Simon. What did he say ? 

Mr. Dexter. He said go ahead and take it. 

Mr. Simon. Did you take it? 

Mr. Dexter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did Mr. Powell win or lose? 

Mr. Dexter. He lost. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat happened when you went to collect? 

Mr. Dexter. Nothing. 
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Mr. SmoN. Will you tell us what happened when you went to his 
office? 

Mr. Dexter. He just didn’t have it. 

Mr. Simon. Did you call Keleher? 

Mr. Dexter. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Were you in Mr. Powell’s office when you called Kele- 
her? 

Mr. Dexter. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What did you say to Mr. Keleher? 

Mr. Dexter. I just told him that Mr. Powell did not have the 
money, he had better come up there. 

Mr. Simon. What did Mr. Keleher say ? 

Mr. Dexter. He came up. 

Mr. Semon. What did you do ? 

Mr. Dexter. I left. 

Mr. Simon. Did you leave before Mr. Keleher came? 

Mr. Dexter. I beg pardon? 

Mr. Simon. Did you leave before Mr. Keleher came ? 

Mr. Dexter. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Were you there when he arrived? 

Mr. Dex'fer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the conversation when Mr. Keleher came? 
Mr. Dexter. That is when I left. 

Mr. Simon. Did Mr. Keleher take over responsibility for $1,500? 
Mr. Dexter. He did. 

Mr. Simon. You have never had any business dealings with Mr. 
Powell since? 

Mr. Dexter. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. We will excuse you, now 
Our next witness will be Mr. John B. Keleher. Mr. Keleher. will 
you come forward please? ’ 

Will you please raise your right hand? 

Will you be sworn, please? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 

li’uth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 

testimony of JOHN B. KELEHER, GOLDEN BEACH, FLA., ACCOM- 
PANIED BY ALVIN L. NEWMYER, COUNSEL 

Mr. Keleher. I do. 

plS give your name and address for the record, 

Mr. ICeleiier. John B. Keleher. 

M ^ ^^^aikman. Your address? 

Beach ^ Florida, 215 Ocean Boulevard, Golden 

The Chairman. You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

with you is your lawyer ? 
t/' That is right. 

AT name is — Ahdn L. Newmyer? 

Mr. Simon. You are John E. Keleher, K-e-l-e-h-e-r ? 

Mr. Keleher. John B. 
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Mr. Simon. John B.? 

Mr. Keleher. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You live at 215 Ocean Boulevard, Golden Beach, Fla.? 

Mr. I^ELEHER. Golden Beach, Fla.; yes. 

Mr. Simon. Is that in Dade County, Fla. ? 

Mr. KEL.EHER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You were formerly a resident of the District; were 
5’OU, Mr. Keleher? 

Mr. Keleher. Yes, sir. I was born and raised here. 

Mr. Simon. Until when did you live here ? 

Mr. Keleher. I have lived here all my life except this last 2Vo 
years I lived in Florida. 

Mr. Simon. During a long period of time were you a personal friend 
of Clyde Powell’s ? 

Mr. Keleher. No, sir. I wouldn’t say personal friend. I have 
known him for 12 to 15 years. 

Mr. Simon. You have Imown him 12 to 15 years? 

Mr. Keleher. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Was it personal enough so you would go to the races 
with him? 

Mr. Simon. Oh, yes. I have been to the races with him. 

Mr. Simon. And I take it you are retired now, are you ? 

Mr. Keleher. I am retired ; yes. 

Mr. Simon. A couple of months ago you and your wife came up 
here for a visit ? 

Mr. Keleher. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t you and your wife have Mr. and Mrs. Powell out 
to the Kenwood Country Club for a social evening? 

Mr. Keleher. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. So vou are reasonably good friends ? 

Mr. IVELEiiER. Only in tlie last 3 or 4 years. I would say since Mr. 
Powell got married. He married a friend of my wife’s, and that 
brought us closer together. 

Mr. Simon. I see. 

Now, did you bank at the K Street branch of the Securities Savings 
& Commercial Bank, in the period of 1942 to 1946? 

Mr. Ejeleher. I banked there for 30 years or more ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. At the K Street branch of the Security Savings & 
Commercial Bank? 

Mr. Keleher. Yes, sir. ■ 

Mr. Simon. On May 27, 19d2, did you deposit in that bank for 
collection a note in the amount of $1,600 of Clyde L. Powell ? 

Mr. Keleher. I have no memory of it ; no, sir. 

Mr. Simon. I have here, Mr. Keleher, a photostat copy of the collec- 
tion register of that bank, which shows the deposits of these notes, 
and I believe in an executive ses.sion of this committee you have been 
shown these photostat copies of the bank’s records? 

Mr. Keleher. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. I assume yoii do not have an independent recollection 
of May 27, 1942? 

Mr. Keleher. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. But is there any doubt in your mind but what on that 
day or about that time you did deposit a note of Clyde Powell for 
collection ? 



FHA INVESTIGATION 3223 

Mr. KjELEHER. Well, sir, all I can say is the notes speak for them- 
selves, and the banks make no mistakes. 

Mr. Simon. There is no doubt in }^our mind ? 

Mr. Keleher. There is no doubt, the notes are there; yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And there are a total of d notes, aren’t there, 1 on 
May i-’T, 1942. for $1,600 ; another one, June 24, 1942, for $1,600 ; a third 
one, March 3, 1943, for $2,100 ; and a fourth one on August 13, 1946, 
for $3,600, totaling $8,900? 

3Ir. Keleher. 1 have been told that ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Si3roN. There is no doubt in your mind but what that is true? 
Mr. Keleher. The notes speak for themselves; yes, sir. 

]\Ir. Simon. And you are not in a position to sslj that that is wrong 
and to deny it? 

Mr. Keleher. No, sir. I wouldn’t deny it. 

The notes speak for that. 

Mr. Simon. \ou just do not have an independent recollection? 

Mr. Keleher. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You do not mean to convey the impression you are 
saying these notes were not deposited? 

Mr. Keleher. No, sir. The bank has the notes and that is right. 
Mr. Si.AroN. You knoAv the bank had the notes? 

Mr. Keleher. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Slmon. Now were those notes collected by the bank and the 
proceeds deposited to your account ? 

Mr. Keleher. I haA'e no recollection of the notes connected with Mr. 
Po^Yell in any "way, shape, or form. 

Mr. Simon. What v'ere those notes for, Mr. Keleher? 

Mr. Keleher. What were they for ? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. Keleher. I couldn't tell you. I have no recollection of the 
notes, and I did not have until two Department of Justice men visited 
me in Florida, and they told me that they had information that a 

man that worked for me on commission 

Mr. SiM(JN. Dexter? 

Mr. Keleher. Had turned these notes. They didn’t— I think they 
did mention, I am not sure, that they had turned these notes ove;r 

to me and I told them at the time that I had no recollection of the 
notes. 

Mr. Simon. Is it a fair statement to say that Clyde Powell would 
not be giving you notes as a gift? 

Mr. Keleher. He never gave me any notes ; no, sir. 

Mr. Slaion. He never gave you notes as a gift? 

Mr. Keleher. He never gave me no notes at any time; not to me. 
Mr. SnroN. He gave them to one of your employees ? 

Mr. Keleher. 1 would say that they would come through other 
sources. To say what type or where they come from, outside of 
commission men, I have no idea. 

Mr. Simon. Is what you are saying that this note or these notes 
eie probably given to such commission men and deposited to you 
tor collection? 

Mr. Keleher. I would say so. 

Mr. Simon. They were not given to you as a gift, were tliev ? 

Mr. Keleher. No. ^ j 
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Mr. Simon. Mr. Powell was not in the habit of giving notes out for 
gifts? 

Mr. Keleher. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Therefore, they must have been some kind of business 
transaction ? 

Mr. Keleher. I would think so. 

Mr. Simon. What was the business transaction ? 

Mr. Keleher. That I couldn’t say. 

Mr. Simon. What was your business in August of 1946? 

Mr. Keleher. That, of course, I refuse to answer on the ground 
it might incriminate me. 

Mr. Simon. What was your business in March 1943 ? 

Mr. Keleher. 1943 

Mr. Simon. March 1943, what was your business? 

Mr. Keleher. I have been retired for 5 years. 

Mr. Simon. March 1943 ? 

Mr. Keleher. I am sorry. I decline to answer that, sir, on the 
grounds it might incriminate me. 

Mr. Simon. What was your business in June 1942? 

Mr. Keleher. I would say the same answer, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And your business in May 1942? 

Mr. Keleher. I would sav the same thing. 

Mr. Simon. Now, Mr. Keleher 

The Chairman. I would like to ask a question, please. Have you 
seen this record of the Security Bank? 

Mr. Keleher. Yes, sir; the last committee showed me that. 

The Chairman. We showed it to you in executive session? 

Mr. Keleher. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. There is no question the notes are there ? 

Mr. Keleher. No, sir; there is no ouestion about the notes. ^ 

The Chairman. No question but what the notes were deposited to 
your account? 

Mr. Keleher. They will speak for themselves. I have no recollec- 
tion at any time of ever receiving a note off of Mr. Powell direct. 

The Chairman. But you have seen this record of the Securities 
Bank? 

Mr. Keleher. Yes, sir. 

The, Chairman. There is no question in your mind but what Clyde 
Powell’s notes, four notes, were there? 

Mr. Keleher. That is right. The bank speaks for that, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Keleher, without asking you what the business 
relationship was, and I expressly, don’t mean to infer what it was, 
were vour business relations 'with Mr. Powell after 1946 on a strictly 
cash basis? 

Mr. Keleher. I have never had any business in the real-estate line 
at any time. 

Mr. Simon. What I was trying to get at, in the war years, 194^6, 
Mr. Powell apparently had to issue some notes for whateyer business 
dealings he might have had with you or your associates, and we have 
learned a little earlier here that during the period up to 1948 he had 
to borrow money from the Riggs Bank but after 1948 did not have 
to borrow any more money from the Riggs Bank and we do not find 
any more of his notes in your bank account. I am wondering whether 
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that is because after that period of time he was able to pay cash for 
all of his transactions with you or your associates? 

Mr. Keleher. I am sorry. That I wouldn’t be able to answer. I 
wouldn’t know. 

Mr. Simon. Now a couple of years ago, you were involved in some 
divorce litigation here in the District ? 

Mr. feLEHER. Indeed I was ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And were you present in court when Mr. Powell 
testified ? 

Mr. ICeleher. Yes, sir; I was present. 

Mr. Simon. Did you hear him ask this question : 

Question. Mr. Powell, did you have any transactions of any kind with Mr. 
Keleher in the years 1947, 1948, or 1949? 

and this answer: 

Answer. My acquaintance with Mr. Keleher has been strictly a personal one. 

I have no business transactions of any kind with Mr. Keleher. 

Did you hear him make that answer ? 

Mr. Keleher. I was there, naturally, when he testified, but I do 
not remember exactly what he said. 

Mr. Simon. If the transcript of the hearings so shows, that would 
be an inaccurate statement, wouldn’t it ? 

Mr. Keleher. As I said before, I was there, but I do not remember 
what he said. 

Mr. Simon. It is inaccurate, however, is it not, for him to say, “I 
have no business transactions of any kind with Mr. Keleher”? 

Mr. Keleher. I would not know that, sir. 

I know that I have never taken any notes from Mr. Powell, to the 
best of my recollection, at any time. 

Mr. Simon. But in some manner you acquired notes that he made 
and you collected them ; isn’t that right ? 

Mr. Keleher. Well, I think the bank shows what was paid on it. 

1 he Chairman. The bank shows that they were collected and de- 
posited to your account. 

Mr. Keleher. Well, the way I noticed them I do not think they 

know but what I noticed of what they showed me 
I don’t think they were paid. ' 

Mr. Simon. Weren’t some payments made on them ? 

Mr. toLEHER, I noticed what they showed me. I noticed there had 
be?n some payments. 

paid? some payments but they weren’t fully 

Mr. Keleotr. I have no recollection of the notes, connected with 

TI n ^ I'k® to this, could I ? 

the Chairman. Yes ; you may say anything you care to. 

a ® ®SO, I knew Mr. Powell only by 

Sr,,™ ^ acquamtance. I doubt very much if I would have known 
attend to him, and my only recollection, was my 

SDol^ r «'® Department of Justii 

2 months ago in Florida, but I have no recollection 
Th! * ever having any notes personally from Mr. Powell. 

ne Chairman. Do you loiow Mr. Wardwell Dexter ? 

Mr. Keleher. Yes, sir. 

le C H airman. Did he work for you ? 
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Mr. Keleher. No, sir. He didn’t work for me. He was a com- 
mission man. 

The Chairman. For you? 

Mr. Keleher. Yes, he was for me, but he could liave been 

The Chairman. He testified that you went to Mr. Powell’s office to 
collect a $1,500 bet. Is that true ? 

Mr. Keleher. I don't remember of any such occasion as that. 

Mr. Simon. You wouldn’t deny it, though, would you, Mr. Keleher? 

Mr. Keleher. Of course, if I don’t remember I couldn't deny it, no, 
sir, but I have no recollection of ever going to Mr. Powell’s office and 
collecting anything from him. 

Mr. Simon. But you are not in position to say you have never been 
to his office on business, have you ? 

Mr. Keleher. On business? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. Ejsleher. I have never had any business with Mr. Powell in 
the way of real estate or anything of that kind. 

The Chairman. Even with notes ? 

Mr. Keleher. I have never had any business with him, no, sir. 

The Chairman. These notes then just happened to drop out of 
heaven into your account ? 

Mr. Keleher. No 

Mr. Simon. He very carefully adds, wdien he says he has had no 
business, he adds in connection with real estate. 

Mr. Keleheil That is right, sir. 

The Chairman. What business connections have you had, then? 

Mr. Keleher. Well, 1 decline to answer that, on the grounds it 
might incriminate me. My attention first was called to it through 
the Department of Justice, tliat the notCvS had been turned over to me, 
but I have no recollection. After all it has been 8 or 10 years ago, 
and we had a hundred or two hundred accounts turned over to us, 
with a lot of predated checks. 

The Chairman. Wliat business was that? 

Mr. Keleher. I decline to answer that, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Keleher, as early as 5 years ago, didn’t you and your 
present wife and Mr. Powell and another lady go to the races in 
Atlantic City together? 

Mr. Keleher. I have been to the races' lots of times with Mr. Powell; 
yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. That goes back over many years ? 

Mr. ICeleiier. Well, I wouldn’t say over many years. As I told you 
before, I have seen Mr. Powell to nod to him, but I don’t really believe 
I could have told you his name. He was just one of thousands with 
me. 

The Chairman. He is the only one that was head of the Rental 
Division of FHA. 

Mr. Keleher. That I wouldn’t know, sir. I never was in that line 
of business. 

Tlie Chairman. Thank you very much. 

Our next witness will be Mr. William Taylor Johnson. Mr. Jolin- 
son, will you be sworn, please ? Do you solemnly swear the testimony 
you are about to give will be the truth, the wliole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Johnson. I do. 
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testimony of william T. JOHNSON, SOUTH HAMPTON APART- 
MENTS, HAMPTON, VA., ACCOMPANIED BY P. A. AGELESTO, JR., 

COUNSEL 

The CnAiRMAX. Tliank you, sir. Please be seat^ and give your 
name and address to the reporter for tlie record, please. 

Mr. Johnson. AV. Taylor Johnson, Virginia Beach, Va. 

The Chairman. The gentleman with you is your attorney? 

Mr. Johnson. Mr. Agelesto, Norfolk. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Johnson, how many buildings have you been inter- 
ested in that were built under section OUS of the Housing Act ? 

Mr. Johnson. You mean projects? 

Mr. Simon. Projects, yes. 

Mr. Johnson. Five. 

Mr. SoioN. AVill you name them for us, please? 

Mr. Johnson. South Hampton Apartments, in Plampton, Va., Boll- 
ing Square, in Norfolk, Ocean Air Apartments, Norfolk, Kiverside 
Terrace .Vpartments, in Norfolk, and the Mayflower Apartments, 
A'irginia Beach. 

Mr. Simon. AA’^hat was the amount of the mortgage in South Hamp- 
ton i 

Mr. Johnson. I couldn't tell you that, sir.- 

Mr. Simon. Do you have records tliere ? 

Mr. Johnson. No. 1 mailed you all the records you asked for on 
July 29. You didn’t ask for it. I had a very minor interest in the 
South Hampton Apartments, however. 

Mr. Simon. You don't remember what the amount of the mort- 
gage was ? 

Mr. floiiNsoN. I don't remember. It was the first project I had any- 
thing to do with. That was back in probably 1942. 

Mr. Si.AtoN. Do you remember the mortgage was in Bolling Square? 
That was prior to 1940, too ? 

Mr. Johnson. It was all back in 1942 and 1943. Those two were. 

Mr. Simon. What about Ocean Air? 

Mr. Johnson. You have that. 

Mr. Simon. You have a copy, don’t you? Wiat was the amount 
of the mortgage in Ocean Air? 

Mr. Johnson. There are four corporations in there, Mr. Simon. 

Mr. Si :mon. AVhat was the total amount? 

Air. Johnson. I will have to figure them up. They are all listed 
separately. 

Mr. Simon. If you will give them to me I will add them. 

Uv. Johnson. $1,019,600; $936,000; $835,200; and $676,800. 

Air. Simon. AVhat were the costs? 

Mr. Johnson. That has to be added also. AVhat was that total? 

Air. Simon. $3,465,000 I have. All I am ideally interested in is w^ere 
the costs less or more than the mortgage ? 

Mr. Johnson. Three million what? 

Mr. Simon. $3,465,000. 

Mr. Johnson. There are three items involved in this so if you want 
to add these up I will be glad to call them out. 

Mr. Simon. I will be glad to add them. 
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Mr. Johnson. On the item of $791 — ^that is the first one, I guess. 

The Chairman. Don’t you remember whether the amount of the 
mortgage was greater than all the costs ? 

Mr. Johnson. It was greater in this particular instance. 

Mr. Simon. The mortgage exceeded the costs? 

Mr. Johnson. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Isn’t it also true if you take Ocean Air and Riverside 
together the mortgages exceeded the cost? 

Mr. Johnson. Riverside had nothing to do with it. The only 
owners in Riverside are my wife and myself and there are five owners 
in Ocean Air. 

Mr. Simon. What was the amount the mortgage exceeded the cost 
in Ocean Air? 

Mr. Johnson. That is what I started to do. I have to add them 
all up. 

The Chairman. You may take your time. 

Mr. Johnson. Do you want me to approximate it? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. Johnson. I am told the figure is about $240,000. 

Mr. Simon. Does that include the premium on the mortgage? 

Mr. Johnson. There was no premium on the mortgage. As a 
matter of fact we paid for it. 

Mr. Simon. What about Riverside? 

Mr. Johnson. Riverside was built at a cost to me of $166,000. 

Mr. Simon. Over the mortgage? 

Mr. Johnson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Mayflower, the cost was between four and five thousand 
dollars over the mortgage, is that right ? 

Mr. Johnson. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Does that amount of roughly $4,000 over the mortgage 
include a $3,000 finance fee paid to Clyde Powell ? 

Mr. J OHNSON. Mr. Simon, we went into that at some length in the 
J uly 29 hearing. 

Mr. Simon. My question is whether the costs which you have testi- 
fied are about $4,000 more than the mortgage, includes $3,000 as a 
finance charge that was paid to Clyde Powell? 

Mr. Johnson. It wasn’t paid to Mr. Powell. It was a loan to Mr. 
Powell. Let’s get the record straight, please, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Was it included in your books as a finance charge? 

Mr. Johnson. It definitely was later on. However, at that time, 
let me get the record 

Mr. Simon. We will get the whole story.. 

Mr. Johnson. You had the whole story once. I don’t know why 
you want me again. I will give it to you. 

Mr. Simon. The $3,000 was included in the cost of construction as 
a finance charge ? 

Mr. Johnson. That was testified to 2 months ago, sir. 

Mr. Simon. It is true, isn’t it? 

Mr. Johnson. It is true, sir, but this part you won’t let me say. 

Mr. Simon. I will give you a chance. It was paid in cash to Clyde 
Powell, wasn’t it? 

Mr. Johnson. No. The $3,000 was paid in cash to Mr. Powell. H 
was my personal check. 
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Mr. Simon. And then the corporation reimbursed you ? 

Mr. Johnson. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Will you tell us the circumstances when you paid the 
$3,000 to Clyde Powell ? I will let you tell it in your own way. 

Mr. Johnson. You mean I have to go over the whole thing again? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr, Johnson. You have the testimony, Senator Capehart. 

The Chairman. We have everybody in executive session before we 
have them in public session. 

Mr. J OHNSON. May I make this one statement ? 

The Chahiman. Did you pay Powell $3,000 ? 

Mr. Johnson. Yes, sir. I will come to that, if you will let me 
make one statement that Mr. Simon doesn’t want me to make ap- 
parently. 

The Chairman. You proceed to make any statement you want in 
connection with giving Mr. Powell $3,000. 

Mr. Johnson. This has a very definite bearing on it. Mr. Simon 
asked me the question, Did the $3,000 come out of the mortgage money. 
Isn’t tluit what you asked ? 

Mr. Simon. No. I asked you if you didn’t charge it on your books 
as a finance charge. 

Mr. Johnson. We definitely did. 

Mr. Simon. You did. 


Mr. Johnson. We definitely did, but the $3,000 at that time, that 
that loan was made, the Mayflower Apartment Corp. owed me $155,- 
000, which I had advanced to the Mayflower builders. That is where 
the check came from. 

Mr. Simon. No quarrel about that at all. You told us you gave him 
the money on a Saturday morning in cash, and the following week the 
corporation reimbursed you ; is that right ? 

Mr. Johnson. That is correct. 

Tlie Chairman. Wliy did you give Mr. Powell $3,000? 

n i Senator Capehart, may I read the statement that is 

the testimony that was taken on July 29? 

The Chairman. Just tell us the circumstances. 

Ml. Johnson. He wants me to tell it in my own way ? 

Mr. Simon. First give us the date. 

Mr. Johnson. I will give you the whole thing. 

Mr. Simon. Just tell us tlie date first. 

Mr. Johnson. The date was August 19. 

Mr. Simon. August 19, what year? 

Mr. Johnson. 1960. 

Mr. Johnson. Vir^nia Beach. 

Mr. Simon. Virginia Beach; that is just outside Norfolk? 

Mr. Johnson. That is right. 

catinn occasion for his coming down there the dedi- 

S* Mayflower Apartments? 

Mr. tmiiNsoN. That is right, sir. 

MaTfloSwApa^Sinte^ 

Johnson. That is correct. 
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Mr. Simon. Mr. Van Patten was the former FHA zone comniis- 
sioner for this district ? 

Mr. Johnson. I don’t know what district he was in, but he ivas 
zone commissioner. 

Mr. Simon. For FHA, and he left FHA to go to work for youl 
Mr, J OHNSON. Do you know what day of the week August 19 was on? 
Mr. Johnson. No; I can’t recall. 

Mr. Simon. You gave a luncheon party to celebrate the opening? 
Mr. Johnson. I did. 

Mr. Simon. Where was the luncheon party ? 

Mr. Johnson. Cavalier Beach Club. 

Mr. Simon. Was there drinking at the luncheon party? 

Mr. Johnson. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. To what extent? 

Mr. Johnson. To whom are you referring to w^hat extent? 

Mr. Simon. How^ long did the 

Mr. Johnson. There were 125 people there. 

Mr. Simon. One hundred and twenty-five people there and how long 
did it last? 

Mr. Johnson. Probably 4 hours ; from about half past 1 to 4 or 4 : 30 

p. m. 

Mr. Simon. After the luncheon party was there a dinner party at 
your house? 

Mr. Johnson. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Was Mr. Powell invited to that party? 

Mr. Johnson. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did he attend ? 

Mr. Jqhnson. No. He and Mr. Van Patten I think Avent to the 
Cavalier Hotel. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Van Patten testified that both he and Mr. Powell 
attended; is that wrong? 

Mr. Johnson. I am sure it was. 

Mr. Simon. Did Mr. Van Patten get in touch with you about mid- 
night? 

Mr. Johnson. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. How did he get in touch with you ? 

Mr. Johnson. Telephone. 

Mr. Simon. What did he tell you ? 

Mr. Johnson. He said he would like for me to accompany him and 
Mr. Powell to the Dunes Club. 

Mr. Semon. Where was that? 

Mr. Johnson. Approximately one block from my house. It was a 
gambling house. 

The Chairman. A gambling club in Virginia? 

Mr. Johnson. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Who were the owners of the Dunes Club? 

Mr. Johnson. I don’t know who the owners were. Mr. Andtews 
was in there. 

Mr. Simon. Was there a Mr. Ferguson there? 

Mr. Johnson. Not that night. 

Mr. Simon. He was one of the people who managed it? 

Mr. eJoHNSON. Yes,* he and Mr. Andrews. 

Mr. Simon. He and Mr. Andrews were the managers of the place? 
Mr. Johnson. They may own it. I don’t know. 
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Mr. SoroN. Wliat time did you get to the Dunes Club j 
Mr! Johnson. I would say around 1 : 30 in the morning. 

Mr! Simon. Accompanied by Mr. Powell and Mr. Van Patten? 

Mr! Johnson. Yes. Tliey picked me up in the car. 

Mr. Simon. How long did you remain there ? 

Mr! Johnson. Until 6 : 30 in the morning. 

Mr. Simon. Five hours? 

Mr. Johnson. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What did Mr. Powell do during those 5 hours? 

Mr. Johnson. Playing craps. 

The CiiAiirMAN. Shooting craps ? 

Mr. Johnson. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. During the entire 5-hour period ? 

Mr. Johnson. Exactly. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know whether he won or lost? 

Mr. Johnson. I do not know, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know whether in the middle of the session the 
proprietors came over or the managers came over and asked you if it 
was all right to extend credit to him ? 

Mr. Johnson. He did, accompanied by Mr. Van Patten. 

Tlie Chairman. They did ask you if it was all right to extend credit 
to Mr, Powell ? 

;; Mr. Johnson. He brought over Mr, Powell and I told him he was 
I perfectly reliable to my opinion. 

j Mr. Simon. Was there drinking going on at the Dunes Club ? 

I Mr. Johnson. There was some. 

Mr. Simon, What time did you leave the Dunes Club ? 
ij; Mr. Johnson. 6 : 30. 

I Mr. Simon. Where did you go ? 

Mr. Johnson. To my home. 

I ]\lr. Simon. Did you walk home ? 

I * Mr. Johnson. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What was the state of Mr. Powell’s condition at that 
^ time ? 


^ Mr. Johnson. He had had quite a few drinks. 

I Mr. Simon. He had had quite a few drinks? 

I Mr. Johnson. Yes. 

I Mr. Simon. Wlien you got home where did you go? 

J Mr. Johnson. To the recreation room. 

I Mr. Simon. Is the reason you went to the recreation room because 
£ you tliouglit you liad both been drinking so much you didn’t want to go 
i upstairs? ^ 

Mr. .loiiNsoN. It could have been. I had guests in the house up- 
' stairs. 
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Mr. Simon. Didn't you tell us in executive session that the quantitv 
of drinking ^ 

Mr. Johnson. I said it could have been, Mr. Simon. 

Mr. Simon. You went down to your recreation room in the base- 
ment ? 

Mr. Johnson. That is correct, sir. 

M]-. Simon . Did you finally eat breakfast down there ? 

Mr. J( hnson. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. At what time was that? 

Mr. Johnson. About 8:30. 
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The Chairman. Y ou hadn’t had any sleep yet ? 

Mr. Johnson. Not yet. Not that night. 

Mr. Simon. Did anybody come to see you when you were in the 
basement? 

Mr. Johnson. Mr. Van Patten came in and told me that Mr. An- 
drews, and I think he said Mr. Ferguson, were on the outside of my 
home, and they wanted to compromise a gambling loss of Mr. PoweU’s. 

Mr. Simon. Was Mr. Powell there at the time ? 

Mr. Johnson. Mr. Powell was there. Mr. Powell denied he owed 
them any money. 

Mr. Simon. Tell us the rest of the conversation. 

Mr. Johnson. Mr. Van Patten said he was afraid Mr. Powell might 
get into some difficulty in Washington, these people might make some. ■ 
trouble for him and he could compromise the loss for $3,000. I said I 
how much money did Mr. Powell lose. He said he didn’t know. 

Mr. Simon. Who said he didn’t know? j 

Mr. Johnson. Mr. Van Patten. He thought it might be 5 or 8 ‘ 
thousand dollars, but he didn’t know. It could be compromised. He 
thought it was a very smart thing for Mr. Powell to do. I discussed it 
with Mr. Powell and he still contended he did not owe the money. ; 
However he finally consented to pay them the $3,000 and said he didn’t 
have a check or cash on him. I discussed the matter with Mr. Van 
Patten who was a partner of mine at that time, and he and I both 
agreed that inasmuch as we had told the management of the Dunes 
Club that Mr. Powell’s credit was O. K., that even though it was not a 
legal obligation, it was definitely a moral obligation for us to see that 
the moneys that had been advanced to him, and that they claimed he 
owed them was paid. I gave Mr. Powell a check which he refused to 
take and said he would rather pay them in the cash and have nothing 
to do with it. 

Mr. Simon. You gave him a check. Did you make the check out? 

Mr. Johnson. I made the check out to him. That was destroyed. *I 
later made another check. 

Mr. Simon. Who was the first check made out to ? 

Mr. Johnson. Currency, 

Mr. Simon. The first check was made out to currency. 

Mr. Johnson. I don’t think the first check, Mr. Simon, has any 
bearing on it at all. He simply said he would rather have the cash. 

The Chairman. Mr. Powell said that? 

Mr. Johnson. Yes. I drew a check for $3,000. 

Mr. Simon. Who was the second check payable to ? 

Mr. Johnson. Currency. \ 

Mr. Simon. What was the difference between the two checks? 

Mr. Johnson. He didn’t want to take the check. He asked me to 
get it cashed. I tore it up then. I thought he wanted me to pay 
the Dunes Club, so I drew a second check for $3,000. 

Mr. Simon. You sent one of your household servants to the bank 
to cash it ? 

Mr. Johnson. Yes ; and gave it to Mr. Powell. 

Mr. Simon. You handed it' to Mr. Powell? 

Mr. Johnson. I did. 

Mr. Simon. What did he do with it? 

Mr. Johnson. I couldn’t answer that question, Mr. Simon. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know? 
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Mr. Johnson. I definite^ don’t know from that time on. I didn’t 
get the $3,000 back. Mr. Fowell did not at any time ask me to make 
him the loan or give him the money. 

Mr. Simon. All you know is you handed Clyde Powell $3,000 in 
currency, you never saw the $3,000 again ? 

Mr. Johnson. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. The corporation reimbursed you for the $3,000 ? 

Mr. Johnson. No. The corporation didn’t. The Mayflower Build- 
ers did. It is two separate, distinct organizations. 

Mr. Simon. Wasn’t Mayflower Builders a corporation? 

Mr. Johnson. No; a partnership. 

Mr. Simon. The partnership reimbursed you for $3,000 and it was 
put on the books as a finance charge? 

Mr. Johnson. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. It was never paid back ? 

Mr. Johnson. No. 

The Chairman. Mr. Powell never paid you back the $3,000? 

Mr. Johnson. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Any questions? Thank you, sir. 

Mrs. DeGrazia, please. Will you be sworn, please? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will 
be the trutli, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? 


TESTIMONY OF MRS. ROCCO DeGRAZIA, MELROSE PARK, ILL., 
ACCOMPANIED BY CHARLES E. FORD, COUNSEL 

Mrs. DeGrazia. I do. 

The Chairman. This gentleman is your attorney? 

Mr. Ford. My name is Charles E. Ford. 

The Chairman. Will you please give your name and address to the 
reporter, please ? 

Mrs. DEGmvziA. Mrs. Rocco DeGrazia, ITl North 25th Avenue, 
Melrose Park, 111. 

The Chairman. We have about two questions. 

Mr. Simon. Mrs. DeGrazia, I show you a photostat ccmy of a 
cashier’s check, or draft, issued by the Riggs National Bank on 
June 2, 1948, payable to the order of Rocco DeGrazia, and having 
a signature of that name on the back, and I ask you if that is your 
husband’s signature? 

(Conference between Mrs. DeGrazia and counsel.) 

Mrs. DeGrazia. I am going to decline to answer that. 

Mr. Simon. On what grounds ? 

Mrs. DeGrazia. On the grounds of the fifth amendment of the 
Constitution of the United States and my rights as a wife. 

Mr. Simon. Can you tell us what business your husband is in? 

Mrs. DeGrazia. I decline to answer, sir. 

The Chairman. Could you help us to tell us where your husband 

IS located? 

Mrs. DeGrazia. I decline to answer. 

The Chairman. All we want to know is whether or not that is his 
si^ature on the back of that $8,650 check. 

Mrs. DeGrazia. I decline to answer on the same reason. 

Mr. Simon. Where did you say you lived, Mrs. DeGrazia? 



3234 


FHA INVESTIGATION 


Mrs. DeGrazia. 17l Nortli 25th Avenue, Melrose Park, 111. 

Mr. Simon. Is that the building in which the Casa Madrid is 
located 

Mrs. DeGrazia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Is Casa Madrid a nightclub and gambling house? 

Mrs. DeGrazia. I decline to answer that, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Is your husband the owner of the Casa Madrid? 

Mrs. DeGrazia. I decline to answer that on the same ground. 

Mr. Simon. I take it your prior refusal was also on the same 
grounds? 

Mrs. DeGrazia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know whose telephone number is Melrose Park 
111., 690? 

Mrs. DeGrazia. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Simon, I hold in my hand 10 long-distance telephone call slips 
made in 1948 and 1949 from the apartment of Clyde L. Powell at the 
Wardman Park Hotel, to a Mr. DeGrazia, at Melrose Park 690. 

Can you tell us who those calls were to ? 

Ml’S. DeGrazia. I decline to answer, sir. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Ford. Are we finally excused, sir ? 

The Chairman. You are excused. 

I am now going to place in the record a lot of papers handed me 
here which seem to have been distributed bv Ella G. Roller Associates, 
1028 Conencticut Avenue NW., in behalf of Mr. Manilow and the 
president of the American Community Builders. 

We will place all this in the record. Before I do so, I just want 
to say that I glanced through it and find that it is a pattern that has 
generally been followed by witnesses and by associations in respect to 
tliis hearing, to try to divert attention from the main issue. 

The main issue with Mr, Manilow was that he loaned Mr. Powell 
$7,500 and that he paid back $2,000, and this gentleman, Mr. Manilow, 
took the $5,500 as a bad account on his income tax. He took a deduc- 
tion for it in 1950, in his return of 1949. Three or four years later, 
he gets caught by the Internal Revenue Service and they reverse it. 
He maintains that the money was paid to him, and paid in cash, and 
yet he was so absent-minded that he forgot that it liad been paid to 
him and permitted his income-tax return to show it had never been 
paid and deducted as a bad account. He carried the money around 
in his pocket. That is all the testimony we had from Mr. Manilow. 
That is all the testimony we were interested in. 

This business that I hold in iny hand is ])urely a hundred percent 
smokescreen. As far as I know it is true. At no time did we question 
the projects that these gentlemen, Mr. Klutznick and Mr. Manilow, 
built. 

I made the statement a moment ago they were very fine projects. 
There is no question about it. That isn’t the issue. It says here : 

“It was iiiii)ossible for (’l.vdc L. Powell, (Milef of the Rental Housing Division 
of FHA, to determine or intlueiiee the si/.e of a housing loan,” Nathan Manilow, 
president <»f American rommnnil.v Guilders of Pai’k Forest project, Illinois, 
today testilled before tin* United Slates Senate Ranking and Currency Committee. 

That is just a lie. He did not testify to that today. You gentlemen 
wei-e all here. didn't ask him any, such questions and he didn’t 
testify to it. I am simply bringing this up and putting it into the 
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record to show how from time to time a pattern, too often, if you 
please, that a builders association and witnesses and others before 
this committee have tried to hide behind smokescreens and have tried 
to pull all sorts of stunts, such as this one. I think it is reprehensible. 
I want the world to know it. I am going to make it a part of the 
record, that it may be published and printed and become a permanent 
part of the record. 

I just want to say this to you, Mr. Manilow, if you are still here, 
that you have weakened yourself and weakened your whole case by 
issuing such a statement. Now that you have seen fit to issue this 
statement, as you have here, which is a direct criticism of this com- 
mittee and indirect criticism of this committee, I just want to say 
you asked for a personal conference with me yesterday. You wanted 
nobody })resent but myself and I saw you. In that conference you. 
tried to persuade me to call you as a public witness here today. I 
just want you to know we have been working our heart out on this 
matter trying to get the facts. No committee has ever been more 
fair and more honest with witnesses than we have. We have re- 
peatedly stated and we state today that if any man ever feels he has, 
been hurt as a result of any testimony, that we want him to feel free 
to come and give us the information. We have worked hard on this 
matter, ^ye have tried to be fair and tried to be honest and I just 
want the record to show it. 

"We will put this in the record now that everybody may read a per- 
fect example of a smokescreen, where a man and his companies are 
trying to cover up the main issue. The issue was a $7,500 loan. He 
claimed it was later repaid. He saw fit, however, to deduct it as a 
bad debt from his income tax. I don’t think a man as successful 
as i\Ir. Manilow has been can have such a poor memory as that, and 
forget a $5,500 item. Maybe so. He hasn't impressed me. I want 
the record to show that I have not been impressed and I am not im- 
pressed by this. 

(The information referred to follows:) 


FOR 


IMMEDIATE 


Ella G. Roller Associates, 

Octohet' ,5, 195J/. 


RELEASE 


‘ It was impossible for Clyde L. Powell, Chief of the Rental Housing Division 
or the FHA to deteriuirie or influence the size of a housing loan, ’ Nathan 
Alamlow, president of the American Community Builders, builders of the Park 
I'orest. 111., project testified today before the United States Senate Banking- 
and ('urrency Committee. 

Manilow was questioned regarding a personal loan made by him to Powell 

f e- Chicago FHA chief. lie stated that the loan 
roi was repaid to him in two parts during 1948 and 1949. 

He said that the increase of $590,500 in the FHA commitment for the Park 
lorest project was made only after a bill. Senate .Toint Resolution 134, was 

Congress in 1949. “Mr. Powell was in no position to influence this 
cont,ressional legislation,” he stated. 

‘No single housing official has the power of influence to determine the size 
or a housing loan,” he added. 

Examination of the procedures followed by the Park Forest housing project 
aim all others requesting loans shows that seven technical officials of the local 
loan are required to review and determine the size of each 

head include the chief valuator, the architect, the cost estimator, the 

of uL 1 risk department, the chief underwriter, and the director 

of the local office. In addition, six Washington FHA units had to approve thia 
50600 — 54 — pt. 4 34 



3236 


FHA INVESTIGATION 


particular loan request. ManUow pointed out that the sponsors of Park Forest 
put up several millions of dollars in cash to construct the project. 

Park Forest is a village southwest of Chicago, 111. Today it houses 25,000 
people with schools, churches, and a complete shopping center. The rentals for 
the project are far below established FHA limits. 

FACTS ABOUT POWELL*S POWER 

It is a fact that neither Clyde Powell nor any other single housing official 
has the power or influence to determine the size of a housing loan. Examination 
of the procedures followed by the Park Forest housing project and all others 
requesting loans shows why : 

To obtain an insured loan in the Chicago area, for example, a housing project 
proposal is reviewed flrst in the Chicago FHA office where individuad determina- 
tions are made by the following officials of the FHA : 

1. Valuator. 

2. Chief valuator. 

3. The architect. 

4. The cost estimator. 

5. The head of the Mortgage Risk Department. 

6. The chief underwriter. 

7. The director of the Chicago FHA office. 

The final determination represents the joint decision of these units, no one 
of which has authority to countermand the decisions of another. 

In the case of the Park Forest application, the same type of joint review 
process was followed by the following technical officials of the Underwriting 
Division in the FHA office in Washington : 

1. The valuator. 

2. The chief valuator. 

3. The cost estimator. 

4. The mortgage risk chief. 

5. The chief underwriter, Curt Mack. 

6. And finally, to the FHA Commissioner himself. 

The final determination of the size of the Park Forest loan, therefore, repre* 
sented the combined judgment of the FHA Chicago and Washington offices and 
was not the decision of Powell or any other single official. 

Powell’s function was administrative. The amount of a loan or increase, il 
any, was a matter entirely within the jurisdiction of the technicians within 
FHA as listed above, i. e., the Underwriting Division. 


December 2, 1948. 

Mr. William Nelson, 

Merchants National Bank w ChicagOy 
3158 W. Madison Street, Chicago, III. 

Dear Bill : I am herewith delivering to you the note of Clyde L. Powell in 
the amount of $5,500 due 90 days after September 9, 1948, or December 8, 1948. 

Clyde Powell is under the impression that I have discounted this note with 
your bank, as I did the original note, which was in the amount of $7,500. Ton 
will, of course, recognize that he mailed me his check of $2,000 principal and $75 
interest when the previous note was due, resulting in my taking this note of 



$5,500. 

While this note is being delivered to you to put through for collection, I woniQ 
appreciate that same be handled in a fashion which would indicate that I had 
discounted it with your bank. Will you therefore send a notice promptly advis- 
ing Mr. Powell that you are the holder of the note due on December 8 in the 
amount of $5,500, plus interest 4 percent. 

Thanks very much for your cooperation. 

Sincerely yours. 
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Merchants National Bank in Chicago 

MADISON STREET AT KEDZIE AVENUE 

December 14, 1948. 

Be Clyde Powell. 

Mr Nathan Manilow, 

111 West Monroe Street, Chicaffo, III. 

Dear Sir : In accordance with your request, we enclose herewith the following 
described notes signed by Clyde Powell : 

Canceled note, dated June 9, 1948, in the amount of $7,500. Note dated Sep- 
tember 9, 1948, in the amount of $5,500. 

Yours very truly. 

Bill, 

William G. Nelson, Vice President, 


September 23, 1954. 

Hon. Albert M. Cole, 

Housmg and Home Finamce Administrator, 

Washington 25, D. 0. 

Dear Mr. Cole: My attention has just been directed to an excerpt from the 
report of August 31, 1954, of your erstwhile Deputy Administrator, Mr. William 
P. McKenna. On page 18 of this widely distributed report, in the third full para- 
graph, the following is the last sentence : 

“An illustration, in the case of the Park Forest Apartments in Illinois, is the 
approval of an increase in commitments, in acknowledged violation of the stat- 
utes, apparently for the reasons that the amount of the increase (over $500,000) 
was ‘inconsequential’ in relation to the total amount loaned and was probably 
asked for in order to justify a rental increase.” 

We recognize that the activities of your ofldce, as well as others, have resulted 
in a burden which sometimes produces inaccurate information. The pressure 
under which you and others have been operating would normally cause us to 
excuse any casual or unimportant error. We are certain, however, that you will 
agree that the above-quoted section in referring to what is a violation of law is 
not a casual or passable error. Consequently, we feel impelled to call attention 
to the actual facts involved and to request that proper amends be made. 

The suggestion that the increase in commitments in the case of Park Forest 
was in violation of statutes and what is more important acknowledged to be so 
is predicated on either a careless examination of the files or a complete lack of 
understanding of the law. We refuse to believe that it is malicious, although 
one could wdth propriety draw such a conclusion in view of the facts. 

It will interest you to know that Mr. McKenna’s oflBce had investigators exam- 
ine our books and records many weeks ago. At that time we opened our records 
without reservation for such an examination. In addition, several questions were 
raised and answered, but at no time was this particular matter discussed with 
us. Had it been, the facts that will be hereinafter discussed would have been 
available and this unfortunate and shameful reference would not have appeared. 

The facts are as follows. In the summer of 1949, when the nine 608 projects that 
were being built in the village of Park Forest were nearing completion, prelim- 
inary oral conversations were held with the mortgage bankers and the local 
FHA office with a view to securing an adjustment in the commitments because 
of increased costs incurred by the sponsor beyond the control of the sponsor. 
In a preliminary examination of the facts it was readily concedetl that the eligible 
increase in costs was at least four times the maximum that would be permissible 
under the statutory limitation of $1,800 per room if it were applied. There never 
was any controversy about these facts. Early in the discussions, however, the 
general counsel of the FHA questioned the authority of the Commissioner to con- 
sider such an application, in view of the change in the interim in section 608 
^ the amount of any one mortgage commitment to $8,100 per unit, in lieu 
$1,800 room provision theretofore permitted. 

The Park Forest projects were not alone involved in this predicament, in spite 
of prior representation by the FHA in its 1946 program. When Mr. Bovard 
this question, we attacked his position with a brief that was filed with 
t^® on August 26, 1949, in which reference is made to the Bovard opinion 
of August 24, which the Commissioner made available to us. A copy of this 
brief is enclosed for ready reference. W’e simultaneously appealed to the Office 
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of the Administrator of the Housing and Home Finance Agency pointing oat 
the inequities of the interpretation of the FHA. Extended discussions were 
held with counsel, both in the Administrator’s office and in the FHA. The whole 
purport of our position was that the Congress did not intend to deprive the 
Commissioner of the FHA of his continuing authority to make adjustments under 
the act under which he issues commitments until dual endorsement is secured. 
It was our view the fact that Congress had amended section 608 and changed 
the mortgage limits to $8,100 per unit did not change the authority of the 
Commissioner to complete all transactions which he commenced under the 
earlier mortgage limitation of $1,800 per room. Mr. Bovard, nevertheless, per- 
sisted in his view although he was willing to concede that there was some 
doubt about his position. The legal department of the Office of the Administrator 
which participated in the matter on appeal suggested that whatever this, 
authority was it should be clarified in order to avoid such question. 

Frankly, we felt so keenly on thi.'^ subject that we directed our counsel to 
examinations preparatory to the institution of a legal action. We felt that the 
whole integrity of the FIIA system was involved and that the Bovard opinion 
could not be supported by any reasonable interpretation of congre.^^.sional intent. 
Nevertheless, at this point we were stopped from making application for the 
consideration of increases about which no question of fact could or ever was 
raised. 

In the meanwhile, the Congress was considering amendments to the Housing 
Act. On October 6, 1949, the Senate passed Senate Joint Resolution 184. In 
section 3 of this resolution, language is contained which authorizes the adjust- 
ment of mortgage insurance commitments notwithstanding changes in the law 
prior to final endorsement. A few days later, the House concurred in this 
action thereby permitting projects in the predicament of the I’ark Forest G08's 
to secure relief under the law under whicli they were committed. This set at 
rest any question raised by I\Ir. Bovard. It rendered applications on behalf of 
these projects eligible and legal. 

The files of the FHA should disclose that thereafter on November 10, 1J)40, the 
various Park Forest companies made application through their representative 
mortgagees for this relief. It was not until February 1, 1050, that the FHA 
approved these applications for increase in mortgage commitments. 

Under these circumstances, it is entirely beyond us how any careful exami- 
nation would have failed to disclose the complete error of the statement found 
on page 18 of Mr. McKenna’s report. In our understanding of common ordinary 
language the violation of a statute, in order to secure additional funds, is tanta- 
mount to the commission of a crime. To charge on with such a reprehensible 
act without fact calls for redress. We are certain that your examination of 
the facts will cause you to want to correct the record and to advise us of that 
fact. 

In addition, Mr. McKenna invades the area of metaphysics when he states 
that this increase was approved “apparently for the reasons that the amount 
of the increase (over $500,000) was ‘inconsequential’ in relation to the total 
amount loaned and was probably asked for in order to justify a rental increase.’’ 
The fact is, as I have previously stated, that the increase in construction costs 
was more than four times the amount of the approved loan increase and which 
approval was. therefore, fully justified on the basis of this increase in cost over 
which the sijonsor had no control. Where Mr. McKenna got the idea that the 
reason for the increase was due to anyone’s feeling or conclusion that the 
amount of the increase was “inconsequential” remains a mystery, as does his 
next statement that the reason for the request of the increase was in order to 
justify a rental increase. x\nyone who is coiiveisant with FHA permissible 
rentals and who would trouble himself to examine the rent levels in the Park 
Forest projects would know that at no time have we asked for or applied the 
maximum rents permissible under FHA regulations. On the other hand, whether 
a mortgage commitment was lncrease<l or not would have little to do with the 
permissible rent levels if the total approved cost was the same. This matter 
constitutes a different type of issue than that in which the charge is made Of 
riolating the statutes. At the saiye time, it indicates either a lack of nnder- 
stand'ng of the law. the regulations, and the operation of real estate thereunder, 
or else the lack of industry in securing the available information on which to* 
base a .sound statement instead of a metaphysical conclusion. 

Of conrs ». Mr. McKenna is careful to use the words “apparently” and “prob- 
ably” as though this reluctniice on his part to make positive allegations of the- 
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inters stated relieves him of the onus incident to the falsity of his charges. 
Ul that these words accomplish is to indicate that he admits that he does not 
know what he is talking about and that he is merely venturing into the field of 


speculation. 

We deepl.v 


regret the necessity of this communication. We know the com- 


nlexities of your problems and we do not seek to add to your burdens. However, 
we are certain you will agree that in all justice and fairness these references 
coiistitule a blot and a smear which yon personally would never tolerate. 

With best wishes. 

Sincerely yours, 

Nathan Manilow. Presidcni. 


Memorandum in Support of Park Forf.st Companies’ Request To Secure 
Consideration of Increased Costs Incurred Beyond Their Control 

HISTORICAL background 

In 1041) and 1047 the pressure was mounting to produce rental housing through- 
out the Nation. 1‘rivate enterprise was importuned to make its contribution 
to the solution of this serious social and economic problem. Congress enacted 
section (JOS of the National Housing Act, providing 90 percent loans in amounts 
not exceeding $1,S00 per room for such part of projects as were attributable to 
dwelling use. This marked a substantial increase over earlier dollar limitations 
to encourage activity in a market which was characterized by rising construc- 
tion costs. 

The National Housing Agency (since succeeded by the Housing and Home 
Finance Agtmcy) directly and primarily through its constituent, the Federal 
Housing Administration, actively campaigned to secure private interest in 
rental housing construction. It liberalized regulations and processing proce- 
dures; It reduced working capital reserve reciuirements ; and conscientiously 
encouraged builders, mortgagees and others to get into the program. 

Among other things that deterred participation in the program was the 
tendency for costs to increase. It was generally conceded tliat construction 
labor, which had not kept pace with industrial labor in wage increases, was due 
to receive one or more upward adjustments. Material prices showed little, if 
any, sign of stabilization. In this situation the Federal Housing Administration 
adopted a policy of recognizing cost increases beyond the control of the mort- 
gagor and expressed it in a field letter dated December 24, 1946, which was 
di.stributed to all field offices. Copy of this letter is attached as exhibit 1. 

This letter, liberalized regulations, expedited processing procedures and 
related matters were the subject of conferences held by the FHA throughout the 
Nation, to which prospective spon.sors, mortgage bankers, prospective mort- 
gagees and others were invited. The sponsors of the Park Forest project, its 
bankeis and principal staff members attended such meetings in Chicago, prior 
to embarking on the projects involved. 

In February of 1947 the American Community Builders, Inc., as sponsors, 
through Service Life Insurance (’o. and Dovenmuehle, Inc., as mortgagees, filed 
0 applications for an equivalent number of 60S projects to be developed by 9 
(liiferent companies. These applications were processed in the Chicago office 
of the Federal Housing Administration. Before the issuance of commitments 
they were reviewed by the Washington office representatives. After certain 
figures wei'(‘ arrived at by such processing, a conference was held at the instance 
of the FII.V in Washington in .July 1947. attended by ^le.ssrs. Richards, Powell, 
M.ack, Bremer, Bovard for the Washington office of the FHA, Mr. Kelly, direc- 
tor of the Chicago office, and Messrs. Klutznick and Manilow for the sponsors. 
The FHA conferenc(>s were in touch wMth IMr. Foley with respect to the matter 
on several occasions during the day. The principal point of discussion turned 
ahoiit a reduction in the total amount of the commitments of nearly $250,000 
fi’om the amounts arrived at in processing. During this conference reference was 
Blade by FHA officials to the letter of December 24, 1946, supporting their posi- 
t on that a cut did not matter if it later developed that increased costs beyond 
the control of the sponsor were incurred. Subsequently, on July 24, 1947, nine 
commihuents were issued reduced in amounts to conform with the position taken 
hy FHA in the Washington conference. 
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PARK FOREST COMPANIES 

Pertinent data with respect to each commitment follow : 


Project number 

Units 

Total rooms 

Loan amount 

Increase if 
maxlniQinoi 
tl.800 per 

room was 
obtained 

071-40073 - — 

290 

1,622 

1,956 

1,261 

2,027 

$2, 634, 600 
3, 444, 200 
2, 247, 300 
3, 616, 300 

$105,000 

76^800 

22,500 

32.300 
83,100 

28.700 

13.300 

98.700 
129.800 

071-40074 - 

370 

071-40075 - 

260 

071-40076 

384 

071-40077 

404 

2,133 

1,022 

926 

3, 756, 300 
1,810,900 
1, 653, 000 

071-40078 — 

220 

071-40079 

190 

071-40080 

602 

2,554 

4 ; 498. 500 

071-40081 - - - - 

390 

2,045 

3,551,200 


Total 

3, 010 

15, 446 

27, 212, 300 




After the issuance of the commitments, actual closing did not take place until 
early October 1947. One of the principal factors in delay was the time required 
for the surety company to satisfy itself and issue the required perfomanco 
bonds. In the negotiations for bond, the surety company was informed by the 
sponsors, mortgagee representatives, and local FHA officials of the provisions 
of exhibit 1. It asked for and received calculations indicating the amount of 
additional mortgage proceeds that would be available if circumstances arose 
which permitted the mortgagor to qualify for such further sums. 

On August 10, 1948, an amendment to section 608 became effective by act of 
Congress. Under its terras the provision for $1,800 per room was replaced with 
a maximum of $8,100 per unit. The factors leading up to this change by Con- 
gi-ess were many. However, certain key items stood out: (1) Costs had risen to 
a point where high-cost areas could no longer take advantage of the $1,800 per 
room limitation. There was agitation for an increase to $2,000 and more per 
room ; (2) the $1,800 per-room limitation made it impractical to qualify elevator- 
type apartments with small room counts per unit. 

While the foregoing were not exclusive reasons, certainly they were basic 
in the discussions that motivated Congress to make the change. It is significant 
that nothing in the new language, nor, to our knowledge, in the hearings before 
the congressional committees or the debates on the floor, even remotely suggested 
a congressional intent to require a reopening of cases insured under the $1,800 
per room provision for review or processing under the $8,100 per unit provision. 

On November 23, 1948, the FHA issued its fleld letter No. 168, copy of whicb 
is attached hereto as exhibit 2. It briefly restated the policy to recognize in- 
creased costs beyond the control of the sponsor, but it specifically limited maxi- 
mum increases to $8,100 per unit. Under this provision we are informed that 
some, if not many, cases on which commitments were issued prior to August 10, 
1948, and where unit sizes were less than 4 or 4% rooms, received substantial 
Increases by reprocessing. 


PARK FOREST COMPANIES 

The Park Forest projects are nearing substantial completion. Three cases 
are ready for closing; two more will be ready in a month or two at the most, and 
the remainder in a relatively short time thereafter. It was impossible as a 
practical matter to comply with the conditions of exhibit 1 and apply for an in- 
crease in mortgage sum until actual costs were nearly in. Now, upon informal 
application we are apprised that the cases cannot qualify, since the mortgages 
inusured and to be insured already exceed $8,100 per unit, although less than 
$1,800 per room. All policy-making ofl3cials, from the Commissioner and A.ssist- 
ant Commissioner in charge of rental housing down, state a willingness to ac- 
cept the cases for processing, except for a legal opinion which would not permit 
any Increase if processed. 
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On Aiv^ust 24 this matter was verbally submitted to Mr. Bovard, general 
counsel for the FHA. His position is set forth in a memorandum of the same 
date, which is quoted in full as follows : 


“August 24, 1949. 

“To: Mr. Franklin D. Richards. 

“From: B. C. Bovard. 

“Verbal inquiry from Mr. Klutznick with respect to possibility of increasing 
the amount of certain commitments issued under section 608 prior to August 10, 
1948. 

"It is my understanding that the commitments in question were issued prior 
to August 10, 1948, in amounts in excess of .$8,100 i)er family unit, although 
somewhat less than $1,800 per room, which was the statutory limitation at the 
time such commitments were issued. 

“The question presented is as to whether or not this Administration has the 
legal authority at the present time to increase the amount of such commitments 
to $1,800 per room, in view of the general policy expressed to give consideration 
to requests from the mortgagor and mortgagee for an increase in the amount if, 
during the construction period and prior to final endorsement of the credit instru- 
ment, the cost of constructing the project has risen above the original estimates by 
causes beyond the control of the mortgagor. 

“I think it will be readily conceded that such an expression of general policy 
did not constitute a commitment to insure an increased mortgage, but merely 
indicated a willingness to consider requests for increase which consideration 
would necessarily be subject to changes in statutory authority. 

“If such an expression of policy could have been construed as a commitment 
to insure for an indefinite amount, it would have been impossible for us to main- 
tain any control over the amount of unused authorization and would have 
involved other legal complications. 

"The issuance of a commitment in an increased amount has always been con- 
strued by us as a present exercise of the Commissioner’s authority to insure, and 
subject to the statutory limitations existing at the time such authority is 
exercised. 

“I am attaching copy of Mr. Powell’s general letter of November 23. 1948, to 
directors of all field offices, explaining that this Administration will continue to 
give consideration to such requests in accordance with the policy referred to, 
but pointing out that — ‘in approving the increased mortgage for insurance it 
must be determined that the administrative rules in force at the time of such 
approval have been complied with * * ♦,’ and expressly referring to the $8,100 
per family unit limitation. 

“I am also enclosing copy of letter from Mr. Foley, under date of November 8 
1948, to .Tavits & .Tavits, attorneys. New York City, stating: 

‘“As explained in the last paragraph of my letter of October 8, the Federal 
Housing Administration would be in a po.sition to consider the issuance of a 
commitment at this time in an increased amount but only in accordance with the 
limitations contained in the law on the date of the issuance of the increased 
commitment.’ 

“While I am entirely sympathetic with Mr. Klutznick’s request, I regret to 
advise that in my opinion the granting of such request at this time would exceed 
the Commissioner’s authority under the act.” 

It is our view that Mr. Bovard’s position is In error for several reasons. 
They will be stated and discussed separately as follows : 

/. Exhihit 1 is Mnding on the FHA so long as the applicant complies with its 
terms 

The position that exhibit 1 did not constitute a commitment to insure an in- 
creased mortgage is insupportable. It certainly constituted an offer on the 
part of the FHA to do, subject to the conditions of exhibit 1. This offer was 
accepted when the sponsors acted in going forward. In its first sentence 
It expresses its whole purpose by stating : “In order to stimulate the immediate 
production of rental housing ♦ ♦ This is even fortified by the last para- 
^aph which states; “It is thought this change in policy will result in the im- 
meaiate production of rental housing projects by taking into consideration 
neecssary construction costs in bringing such projects to completion.” It is not 

1 ? + without authority to issue such a policy which commits 

useir to act in the future upon the happening of certain events. FHA cannot 
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withdraw such an offer, which has been accepted by action, v-ithoiit the con- 
sent of the other parties. 

II. Exhibit 1 is a part of the real contract between the FHA, the mortgagor 

the mortgagees, and the bonding company ’ 

It is conceded by all that exhibit 1 was generally held out as an inducement 
to private entrepreneurs to enter into obliprations to provide sorely needed rental 
housing. It represented an offer on the part of the FHA to act in u certain 
way. if others would undertake the task of providing rental housing under 
section 608. The mortgagors, mortgagees, and the bonding company relied upon 
thees oral and written representations. The a.ssurance of at least limited pro- 
tection against rising costs was a substantial inducement to the parties other 
than the FHA. This being true, FHA must act as it held out it would, or else 
cause substantial damage to parties who relied upon its representations. It 
is elementary in the normal civil matter that the mortgagor could recover dani- 
ae-es for failure of another party to go forward under similar circumstances. 
Certainly the standard of morality should be no less where a governmental 
agency such as the FHA (which acts in a corporate, as distinguished from a 
governmental, capacity) is involved. 

It is also elementary that a -contract consists of all pertinent writings. In 
this case it certainly included the application, the c-ommitment, the buildin;: 
loan agreement, the note and mortgage, the plans and specifications, and ail 
pertinent rules, regulations and writings of the FHA bearing on the case. FH.\ 
cannot contend that detached rules and regulations and policy statements that 
favor it are a part of the agreement without accepting the onus of those that 
favor the mortgagor. 

III. Congress did not change the statutory authority whidi controls thr trans^ 

actions involved herein 

It is claimed that on August 10, 1048, the new act of Congress changed the 
statutory authority of FHA so it could no longer deal with the transactions 
herein involved in the manner promised and committed in exhibit 1, the letter of 
December 24, 1946. Mr. Bovard states ; “The issuance of a commitment in an 
increased amount has always been construed by us as a present exercise of the 
Commissioner’s authority to insure, and subject to the statutory limitations 
existing at the time such authority is exercised. 

Note the underlined language. Nowhere is it stated nor has it been contended 
that at any time did Congress expressly state that cases insured under a prior law 
should be administered under a new law. As a matter of fact, if Mr. 1‘iward’s 
contention is carried to its logical conclusion, a completely untenable situation 
ensues. If increases are covered by the new statute, which is silent on the sub- 
ject, why isn’t the entire transaction likewi.se covered since the new statute is 
silent on that also? If .$8,100 per unit is the limit .applicable to old case.s, then 
how can FBfA insure past .$8,100 even though FHA committed tn do so under 
a prior statute? FHA is doing just that each month. 

The obvious and reasonable answer is that the Congress intended no such 
strained conclusion. The whole legislative and administrative history of FHA 
suggests that Congress intended that its prior acts should control cases initiated 
and committed for under its authority. Any other interpretation is contrary 
to the spirit of our basic law and breeds chaos and discrimination. If FHA 
can act in all respects in completing the instant cases under the statute in force 
at the time it entered into its obligations, it must follow that it can honor its 
obligation as set forth in exhibit 1. 

No. Congress did not change the statutory authonty. The legal interpreta- 
tion which is predicated on the proposition that it “has always been construed 
bv us as a present exerci.se of the Comini.ssioner’s authority * * *” may have 
been more policy and administrative procedure than law. It is possible that 
as such it was never challenged becau.se the exceptional conditions created by 
exhibit 1 and the congressional act of August 1948 riever aro.se. As a matter of 
law, there is just nothing in the record which disclo.ses the slightest intent on 
the part of ('’f)ngress to stop the FHA from carryiiig its promise and coinmitineut 
as .set forth in exhibit 1. 

Furthermore, the contention that the act of increasing insurance is a new apl 
to be controlled by a new statute hardly squares with the language used iu 
describing the transaction in either exhibit 1 or exhibit 2. In exhibit. 1 the follow- 
ing reference supports the notion that what is proposed is the amendment or sup- 
plementation of an original act as promised, rather than the performance of a 
new act : 
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•‘Upon receipt in Washington of your recommendation and the supporting 
(lata above referred to, you will be supplied with the proi>er supplemental com- 
iiiitinent letter authorizing such increase and instructions on the procedure to 
boused by the mortgages and the mortgagor in amending the contract documents 
and legal instruments to accomplish such increase.” 

' The words ‘‘supplemental” and “amending” characterize the true nature of 
the transaction involved. It is adding to .something that exists and making 
change in something that exists rather than a new and independent act that is 
involved. In short, it is doing what was promised would be done if certain con- 
tingencies aros(‘. If the FHA had the iM)wer to make that promise in the first 
instance, which everyone concedes it had, then nothing short of an ex post facto 
law could even attempt to release it of this responsibility. In this instance 
not only is there no express act by Congress on the subject, but there is every 
indication that (’ongress had in»t the slight(‘st knowledge that its act was to 
accomplish what counsel contends it to mean. 


yr. Ailinhiistrativr convoticnn- does not aJonr support a legal iutcrpretatiou 

■\Ir. Bovard makes the point that: “If such an expression of policy could have 
been construed as a commitment to insurt' for an indefinite amount, it would 
liave been impossible for ns to maintain any control over the amount of unused 
iinthorization and would have involved other legal complications.” 

We do not know what other legal complications are involved so we can only 
state that whatever they are, if apprised we, will he pleased to comment on them. 
But, the first part of the statement is explicit enough. Literally read, it savs 
in effwt that when exhibit 1 was announced, no administrative controls of in- 
surance funds W(‘re establislied, apparently in the hope that no one would seek 
tlie reli(T they were promised and on which promise they relied. I doubt that 
thi.s is what it means. Besides, it seems to ns it was the duty of the FHA to 
assume that some claims would be made (and they were) and establish reserves 
of unused insuranci* autliority against such possibility, niherwise, exhibit 1 
would have been a fraud, which we know it was not. We see no great adminis- 
trative problem in thi.s, but assuming that it wa.s most difficult and inconveni(*nt, 
it still provhb's no basis for reaching a legal contdusion. This is a question of 
administration that should hav(* been contemplated prior to issuing exhibit 1 . 
It is inconceivable that such a ground merits consideration when* legal rights are 
involved. 


V. The support of the position of the legal department of FHA ercates dis- 
crimination that certainlg Congress nerer contemplated nhen it enacted 
the hill that heeame lam August 10. 191, S 

Prior to August 10, 194S, FHA insured many cases under section 608. Every- 
oiK^ had notice of all of the conditions of the law as to .f51,800 j)er room, exhibit’l 
and the multitudinous regulations that govern these matters. In some com- 
mimiti(:*s small units were needed, in others good judgment dictated large units 

the FHA point of view, certain projects that aver- 
( fi ^ unit were better insurance risks in some communities than proj- 

ecls that had units averaging o rooms or more, and vice versa. At least every- 
•pp . from scratch and took his chances on a known law, policy, and 

After August 10, 1948. everyone who started oven ended up thrown into 
separate categories in a way that certainly C<.ngress never expressly indicated 

mortgagor was building 4y. rooms or less and had the full 
J 1 . 8 UU a room which he was promised, he nevertheless coubl pick up more tlvin 

onZT, 1 if he could support. On the other hand, the 

with children and had not received eveu 
vmJ / 1 1 higher room count were left out in the cold. They 

minri c^^.'hd not follow through since Congress had changed its 

I'f'sult is not supported by any conscious or discernible act of 
Anv w situation in which outright discrimination is unavoidable. 

which invites discriininaton should be suspect. Such 
interpretations should be avoided, not courted. 

U. is contrary not alone to lam, hut to the best interest 

oj r H A a fig, fiiQ iiyioic eoncept of mortgage insurance 

contribution to the housing solution of our Nation has 
than generally accepted inviolability of its commitment 

so loni other single factor. No man can fairly attack this basic integrity 
IS he is apprised of the rules of the game, relies on them, and FHA 
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performs as represented. Any legal interpretation short of an act of Congress 
which permits or forces a variation from this high standard of integrity defeats 
rather than advances the PHA program. Snppo.se Congress had not amended 
the act in August 1948 and large numbers of small unit builders received their 
full $1,800 per room but still suffered hardship. No one could charge that FHAl 
reneged on a thing. The fact that many of them were succored by the amend' 
ment does not justify reneging on those few who no less relied on PHA repre- 
sentations. The legal Interpretation, in our opinion, unnecessarily and without 
foundation in law achieves exactly such a situation. The simple alternative Is 
to go back to what Congress must have intended — all business transacted under 
a given act should be governed by that act and all rules, regulations, policies, etc., 
legally Issued under that act, unless Congress expressly declares r>therwLse or 
until the transaction is closed. This is what FHA ha.s stood for during the years. 

SUMMABY 

The applicant here seeks merely the right to have its cases processed as 
promised by exhibit 1, and if the evidence it presents complies with the condi- 
tions set forth, it seeks the relief promised when it and tho.se associated with it 
entered into certain transactions relying on exhibit 1, among other tilings. 
We emphatically challenge any contention that Congres.s by its action in August 
3948, withdrew from FHA the right and power to complete the transactions it 
entered into legally under the existing nets of Congress in 1947. AVe in.sist that 
any increase now authorized is not a new deed under the congressional act of 
1948, but rather the appropriate and legal amendment, in accordance with prior 
promise, of an old deed performed under the law in effect in 1947 and governed 
by it. We submit that the document identified as ex'hibit 1 is ns much a part of 
the under.standing of all of the parties as the multitudinous other writings, rules, 
regulations, formally stated agreements, etc. It can no more be revoked by 
unilateral act than other expre.ss promises or commitments. FHA acts in all 
these matters in a capacity comparable to a private corporation — the powers it 
discharges are not governmental In character, but rather corporate in e.s.sence. 
It cannot escape from the clear implications of its acts and deeds under the 
guise of a congressional change of mind. While we Question that Oongi’c.ss could 
legally even expressly amend the agreements of FHA once legally enten'd into, 
in this case we do not have to go that far. It is not demonstrable that Congress 
kad even the most remote Intention to do .so expressly. 

Consequently, we urge that it is in the best interest of all concerned to adopt 
that legal interpretation which is supported by the history of the legislation, 
which protects the Integrity and high character of FHA, which avoids obvious 
discrimination, and which permits the conclusion of agreements and transactions 
on the basis of promises, coramitment.s and understandings which prevailed at 
the time the agreement was entered into. To do less is to stretch congressional 
intent beyond any reasonable length and to support injustice. 

Re.spectfully submitted. 

Amebioan Community Builders, Ino., 

(And Afliliated Park Forest Companies). 

Exhibit 1 

Section 608, Rental Housing, 117. 

National Housing Agency, 

Federal Housing Admini.stration, 
WaMngton 25, D. C., December 2Jf, 19J/6. 

To : Directors of all field ofljees. 

Subject: Review of in.sured mortgage transactions under section 608 for the 
purpose of increasing the mortgage where such increase is justified. 

In order to stimulate the immediate production of rental housing projects 
under section 608 of title VI of the National Housing Act, it has been decided 
as a matter of general policy to give consideration to increasing the amount 
of an insured mortgage where a firm commitment (FHA form 2432-WOF) has 
been issued, the transaction closed, and the mortgage initially endorsed for 
insurance, but during the construction period and prior to final completion, 
construction costs have risen for reusons beyond the control of the mortgagor. 

In such cases It will be necessary for the mortgagee and the mortgagor to 
present detailed evidence supporting such excess costs and if, in the opinion of 
the Director, the mortgagor’s claims can be substantiated, the case may be 
reviewed by the underwriting section of the insuring office, a new project an- 
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I analysis (FHA form 2264-W) prepared, together with an adequate analysis of 
the increased costs, and forwarded to this oflSce with the Director’s recom- 
jnendation. 

It is understood, of course, that all legal limitations under the National Hous> 
log Act and administrative rules and regulations must be observed and the 
final amount of the mortgage to be insured necessarily will have to be supported 
fiy adequate rental income. If it is necessary to increase the rentals estab- 
lished in the initial processing of the case in order to support an increase in 
the mortgage, this must be done prior to occupancy of the units and such rentals 
must fall within established rental ceilings. 

Upon receipt in Washington of your recommendations and the supi>orting 
data above referred to, you will be supplied with the proper supplemental com- 
mitment letter authorizing such increases and instructions on the procedure to 
be used by the mortgagee and the mortgagor in amending the contract docu- 
ments and legal instruments to accomplish such increase. 

The same review procedure will be followed where a commitment to insure 
upon completion (FHA form 2453— W) has been issued and you will be advised 
how to amend such commitment. 

In giving consideration to transactions of this kind and agreeing to review 
cases where the mortgage has been initially endorsed for insurance, or where a 
commitment to insure upon completion has been issued, you will base such 
review on the costs of labor and materials at the time they were actually fur- 
nished for the construction of the project. 

It is thought this change in policy will result in the immediate production 
of rental housing projects by taking into consideration necessary construction 
costs in bringing such projects to completion. 

Sincerely yours. 


Clyde L. Powell, 
Assistant Commissioner. 


Exhibit 2 

Federal Housing Administration, 
Washington 25, D. (7., November 23, 19.)8. 

Section 60S, Rental Housing, Letter 168. 

Rental Housing Processing Guide, Part II, Section 2. 

To : Directors of all field ofllces 

Subject: Section 60S procedure for increasing insured mortgages and commit- 
ments to insure upon completion prior to final endorsement. 

Hiis letter cancels and supersedes section 608 rental housing letter 117 out- 
lining procedure on the same subject. 

This Administration will continue to give consideration to requests from the 
moitgagor and mortgagee for an increase in the amount of an insured mortgage 
or a commitment to insure upon completion if, during the construction period 
and prior to final endorsement of the credit instrument, the cost of constructing 
the project has risen above the original estimates by causes beyond the control 
of the mortgagor. 

A mortgage which has been initially and finally endorsed for insurance is a 
Closed case and cannot be reopened for this purpose. 

It will be necessary, as heretofore, for the mortgagor to present detailed evi- 

increase in the overall cost of constructing the project 
and, if in the opinion of the Director the mortgagor’s claim is substantiated, the 
project may be reviewed by the underwriting section of the insuring oflice The 
raortpgor must establish by concrete evidence its actual increase in costs 

a rise in the cost index will not be sufficient, 
i amount of the mortgage to be insured must be supported bv adeouate 
renta income. If it is necessary to increase the rentals established in the 
th a ^ project in order to support an increase in the luortgaW! 

anvf . occupancy of the units and such rentals shall not in 

any e\ ent exceed an amount necessary to show a net return of 6 V» percent on the 
replacement cost of the property. percent; on cne 

A new project analysis, FHA Form 2264-W, will be prepared together with 
^1.1 increase in the total co.'?t of construction. The recent amend- 

ments to the act of August 10, 1948, make it necessary to prepare the proj!^ 

amendments, using in addition to other criterl^ 

Dpcembei 31, 1947, or current co.sts, whichever is lesser, and the $8,100 per 
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family unit. The purpose of the project analysis is to arrive at the maximum 
insurable mortgage based on said limitations and the other criteria. 

The amount of allowable Increase will be the actual increase in the overall coat 
of constructing the project as substantiated by the mortgagor’s evidence of th& 
maximum insurable mortgage as shown on the project analysis, whichever i& 
the lesser. A request based solely on an increase due to the per unit limitatiou 
rather than the per room limitation will not be considered. 

In considering increases in cost due to approved change orders examination 
should be made as to the nature and necessity of such changes. Changes which 
are merely embellishments or ornamentation which do not enliance the renta- 
bility or habitability of the project should not be considered. 

In order to reduce the reprocessing of projects as much as possible the 
insuring oflSce shall not consider such requests where only a small increase in 
costs has been encountered which does U(>t work a definite hardship on the 
builders and which would result in only a slight increase in the insured mortgage. 

In approving the increased mortgage for insurance it must be determined 
that the administrative rules in force at the time of such approval have been 
complied with, except that if such increa.sed mortgage is not in excess of .$200,000 
any change in the nature and extent of the supervision by the Commissioner 
which would be required by .section V, subsection 4 is hereby waived. Particular 
attention is called to the certificate required by section IV, subsection 2, which 
must be obtained. 

The revised FHA Form 2264-W together with an adequate analysis of the 
increased costs, shall be forwarded to this office with the Director’s recom- 
mendation. If the request for increase is approved, you will be supplied with 
the proper supplemental commitment letter and instructions on the procedm’e 
to be used by the mortgagee and the mortgagor to accomplish the increase, A 
letter will be furnished also in the case of a commitment to insnr»' uiioii com- 
pletion containing in.structions as to what amendments are necessary to the 
outstanding commitment. 

Very truly yours. 


Clyde L, Powell, 
Assistnn t Com ni issioner. 


The Chairman. Wliere is the lady that is handing; out this informa- 
tion? Is she here, please? I would like to know how much she has 
been paid for doing that. Maybe we will call her this afternoon. Will 
yon please come forward ? Is the lady who handed this out here? 

Is Ella Roller present? 

The first statement of this release, I would like to remind Mi’s. 
Roller, was a hundred percent absolute falsehood. Mr. Manilow did 
not testify to what it says he did. Therefore, that whole business 
was written — it was written because it is printed — it was written sev- 
eral days ago or at least yesterday. But it is not the testimony of 
Mr. Manilow. 

Our next witness will be Mr. Nicholas C. Wright. Mr. Wright, Avill 
you be sworn ? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony yon are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? 


TESTIMONY OE NICHOLAS C. WRIGHT, NORFOLK, VA. 

Mr. Wright. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Do you have an attorney with you? 

Attorney. I don’t think he requires an attorney. I will sit here 
with him. 

The Chairman. I don’t caVe whether he has one or not. It is en- 
tirely up to him. We just want to be fair with all our witnesses, that 
is all. You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 
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Mr. Simon. Mr. Wright, will you give the reporter your full name 
and address, please? 

Mr. Wrioiit. Mr. Nicholas Carter Wright, Norfolk, Va. 

Mr. Simon. You live at 1701 Cloncurry Road. 

Mr. Wright. Cloncurry Road. 

Mr. Simon. That is Norfolk, Va.? 

Mr. Wright. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What is your business, Mr. Wright? 

Mr. Wright. I am an automobile dealer. 

Mr. Simon. Have you ever had any interest in building real-estate 
projects under the financing of the Federal Housing Administration ? 
Mr. Wright. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. In that connection, did you ever go to see Mr. Powell ? 
Mr. Wright. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. When was that? 

Mr. Wright. It was sometime in 1951 or 1952. I don’t recall the 
exact time. 


Mr. Simon. Who went with you ? 

Mr. Wright. Mr. VanPatten. 

Mr. Simon. Is that Piggy VanPatten ? 

Mr. Wright. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Was he a former FHA zone commissioner? 

Mr. Wright. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Were you and he working together at that time? 

Mr. Wright. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. He was working for you ? 

Mr. Wright, He was working for me. I was paying him a salary 
at the same time. We had an arrangement whereby anything we made 
over and above the salary on a 50-50 basis, so I guess we were working 
for each other and him, too. 

Mr. Simon. He took you to see Mr. Powell ? 

Mr. Wright. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you go to his apartment or his office? 

Mr. Wright. As 1 recall, we went to his office originally and then 
we went to his apartment. 

Mr. Simon. Do you recall ndiat day of the week this was? 

Mr. Wrioiit. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. Simon. Can you tell us what month it was? 

Mr. Wright. No, sir; I cannot. 

Mr. Simon. Your be^st recollection was it was either 1951 or 1952? 

Mr. Wright. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do you recall what time of the day you not to his 
apartment? . j ^ 

Mr. Wright. No. I think it wsis after Avorking hours. We left 
the office and I think we went to liis apartment, and Ave went out to 
^pper. We had a room in the Wardman Park Apartments, and ?dr. 
loAvell lived in the Wardman Park Apartments. 

Mr. Simon. Was this a Saturday or weekday? 

Mr. Wright. I am sure it was a Aveekday because we Avouldn't have 
^JP gu Saturday. It might have been. 

Mr. Simon. You Avere in his apartment discussing an FHA project ? 

Mr. Wright. We Avere trying to get him to — the FHA, somehoAV or 
™®.^^very time Ave touched this thing, soraehoAv Ave Avorked it throii«-h 
the Navy and they recommended it. There Avas some hnv which I do 
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not understand too much, but it seemed if the Navy were to recom- 
mend this project it could be revised in a section 702 or section 608 
or one of the numbers that you have in the FHA. 

Mr. Simon. When 

Mr. Wright. Let me finish. Every time that the Navy recom- 
mended it, it looked like somebody in the FHA didn’t think it was too 
good a project. 

Mr. Simon. You were trying to persuade Mr. Powell it was a good 
project? 

Mr. Wright. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. Simon. When you got to his apartment, did a man come in 
who described himself as a bookie? 

Mr. Wright. Well, I think he was called, as I recall. I think this 
man came in, and in response to a telephone call from Mr. Powell. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Powell called him and told him to come over? 

Mr. Wright. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Would you know the man’s name? 

Mr. Wright. No. 

Mr. Simon. Was his name stated? 

Mr. Wright. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Simon. What was the conversation that you had with Mr. 
Powell, and this man who came in ? 

Mr. Wright. I don’t think I had any conversation with Mr. Powell, 
or I mean with the man. The thing went on, that Mr. Powell stated 
that he knew that this horse was going to win in this race, and he was 
going to bet some money on it, and as I recall it was somewhere between 
$2,000 and $2,500. 

Mr. Simon. On one horse, on one race ? 

Mr. Wright. That detail I couldn’t answer either. But he did sit 
down over there in his quarters, or room somewhere, and write a 
check. I don’t know for what amount. And he did give the check 
to this man that I believed to be a bookie. He did suggest to me that 
I should do the same thing, because it would be an easy way to make 
$2,500. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat did you say ? 

Mr. Wright. I told him that I liked to ride horses, but that I didn’t 
bet more than $2 at one time. 

Mr. Simon. Did you make the bet? 

Mr. Wright. No, sir. I didn’t even bet the $2. I made no bet at 
all. 

Mr. Simon. But Mr. Powell bet, you said, $2,000 to $2,500? 

Mr. WRiGH'r. No. I said he gave this gentleman a check and the 
conversation with me was between $2,000 and $2,500. I do not know 
how much Mr. Powell wrote the check he gave the man for. 

Mr. SnvroN. But he was urging you to bet between $2,000 and $2,500? 

Mr. Wright. I don’t know how much urging was done. It was sug- 
gested. 

Mr. Simon. Now, Mr. VanPatten has testified that the amount wa5 
$1,500. Does that refresh your recollection any ? 

Mr. Wright. No, sir. My recollection of the amount that he sug- 
gested that I was to bet. 

Mr. Simon. Was to be $2,000? 

Mr. Wright. $2,000 or $2,500. 
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Mi\ Simon. Is $1,500 the amount that Mr. Powell told the man he 

was going to bet? 

Mr. Wright. I couldn’t answer that because I don’t recall him tell- 
ing the man that. 

Mr. Simon. How much did he tell the man he was going to bet? 

Mr. Wright. I have the impression, sir; that he was going to bet 
between $2,000 and $2,500, ahd he was suggesting to me that I do exact- 
ly what he was doing ; that it would be plausible. 

Mr. Simon. After the man left the room, did you have any conver- 
sation with Mr. Powell ? 

Mr. Wright. Well, he was still there. I suppose we had some con- 
versation. 

Mr. Simon. Did you have any conversation about the bet after the 
man left? 

Mr. Wright. None that I can recall 

Mr. Simon. Mr. VanPatten has testified under oath before this com- 
mittee tliat promptly on the man leaving the room, you said to l\lr. 
Powell, in substance or words to this effect, that you knew his' game 
and if you had given him a check for that amount he would divide it 
with the bookie and wouldn’t place the bet and he was trying to get 
some money from you. Does that refresh your memory ? 

Mr. Wrighi'. No, sir; I wouldn’t know that. 

Mr. SnviON. Do you deny you made that statement or a similar state- 
ment? 

Mr. Wright. Yes, sir. I have no recollection. 

Mr. Simon. Are you saying you have no recollection or you didn’t 
make it? 

Mr. Wright. I deny I said it. 

Mr. Simon. You deny you didn’t say it? 

Mr. AVright. I did not say it. 

Mr. Simon. And you say Mr. VanPatten is not telling the truth 
when he testifies that you did say it ? 

Mr. AA^right. No. That puzzles me a little bit. I can’t say any- 
thing about what Mr. VanPatten testified to, but I believe that there 
is some confusion in the matter somewhere. I don’t know where. 

Mr. Simon. If Mr. VanPatten has testified to that, do you say his 
testimony was untruthful? 

Mr. AVriqht. No, sir. I don’t say anything about it at all. 

^Ir. Simon. One of you— he has testified, Mr. VTight. that you 
told Powell that you knew his game and that if you gave him a check 
he would divide it with the bookie and the bet would not be placed. 
Either you said that or words to that effect, or VanPatten wasn’t 
telling us the truth. Which is it? 

Mr. AVright. No, sir, I didn’t say it. 

Mr. Simon. You didn't say it? 

Mr. AVright. No, sir, not to Mr. Powell. 

Mr. Simon. Is there any way in Avhich what VanPatten said could 
be truthful ? 

Mr. Wright. Well, I could offer this suggestion, which I don't 
Rnow about. We went back to our quartei's. We went back to where 
we were living, and we discussed our conversation with Mr. Powell 
and we discussed whether or not we had accomplished what we had 

something of that nature might have been said. 

Mr. Simon. You might have said that to VanPatten? 
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Mr. Wright. I might have. 

Mr. Simon. In other words, you think that VanPatten is wroug 
when he says it was said in front of Powell. You think you said it 
only in front of VanPatten ? 

Mr. Wright. I don't think I said it at all particularly. I think we 
discussed something in that nature later on and I am sure I did not 
say it to Mr. Powell, because after all, I was in Mr. Powell's room. 
I don’t think that I would have accused him like that in his quarters. 

Mr. Simon. You knew him pretty well, didn’t you? 

Mr. Wright. No, sir. I had only seen him 

The Chairman. Why did you go to his room in his apartment? 

Mr. Wright. Because he invited us. We had a room at the Ward- 
man Park, and Mr. VanPatten knew Mr. Powell very well. He had 
been with him for 15 years, more or less. 

The Chairman. Any further questions? Thank you very much. 

Our next witness will be Mr. Lewis W. Machir, vice president and 
secretary of W. C. & A. N. Miller, Washington, D. C. 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

TESTIMOlffY OF LEWIS W. MACHIR, WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. Machir. I do. 

Mr. Maher. May I at this time say, Mr. Chairman, that the defen- 
dant, Powell, will not be permitted through counsel to cross-examine 
any witness, no matter what that witness may say? 

The Chairman. Mr. Powell is scheduled to be one of our witnesses. 
When we get dowm to Mr. Po^vell as a witness, we hope he will discuss 
w'ith us freely and frankly every bit of information that has been 
stated here today, and will tell us all he knows about all of the allega- 
tions that have been made against him, and that he will give this com- 
mittee the help that I think a public servant who worked for the 
Federal Government for 20 years as he did should give the committee. 

Mr. Maher. Mr. Chairman, may I respectfully request that the 
Chair rule on my request? 

The Chairman. What is your request? . 

Mr. Maher. My request is this: Is my understanding of your pre- 
vious ruling to the effect that Witness Powell through his attorney 
will not be permitted to crossexamine any witness? 

The Chairman. The answer is “yes.” He will not be permitted 
to crossexamine, but during the noon hour you can tell us what you 
wish us to ask as questions and we will ask them, if we think they are 
pertinent and proper. 

Mr. Maher. When the noon hour has come, these witnesses will be 
gone. 

The Chairman. We will get them back. 

Mr. Maher. They are already excused. 

The Chairman. Let me ask you this: Is your witness, Mr. Powell, 
going to testify or is he going to hide behind the fifth amendment? 

Mr. Maher. That will be a question to determine when the witness 
has taken the stand and not now. 

The Chairman. You are attorney for Mr. Powell. You and lie 
both will be given an opportunity, he as a Avitness and you as an 
attorney, to be heard and answer all questions we ask of you. Then 
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when you are on the witness stand you and he — not you on the wit- 
ness stand — if you at that time will designate the witnesses that you 
would like to have us ask additional questions of, we will get them 
back. 

Mr. Maher. And so the constitutional right of the witness to con- 
front the witnesses and cross examine them will be denied ? 

The Chairman. That is providing Mr. Powell answers our ques- 
tions. If Mr. Powell hides iDehind the fifth amendment, then all bets 
are off* 

Mr. Maher. There is no provision in the fifth amendment or any 
other amendment which makes the privilege constitutionaL 
iiie Chairman. There is as far as I am concerned as chairman of 
this committee. 

Mr. Maher. I am quite aware of that. As far as I am concerned 
there are other provisions in the fifth amendment. 

The Chairman. Will you please be seated ? 

Mr. Maher. I will be seated. 

Mr. Simon. Will you give the reporter your full name and address, 
please ? 

Mr. Macitir. Lewis W. Machir. 

Mr. Simon. Your address? 

Mr. Machir. Home or office ? 

Mr. Simon. Office. 

Mr. Machir, 4872 Massachusetts Avenue NW. 

Mr. Simon. You are vice president of the W. C. & A. N. Miller 
Development Co. ? 

Mr. Machir. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. In November or December of 1953. did Mr. Clyde L. 
Powell buy a piece of vacant real estate from the W. C. & A. N. 
Miller Development Co.? 

Mr. Machir. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What was the date of purchase? 

Mr. Machir. The contract I have here is dated November 4, 1953. 

Mr. Simon. How much did he agree to pay for that real estate? 

Mr. Machir. The purchase price was $12,245. 

Mr. Simon. That is just for the vacant land ? 

Mr. Machir. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. How was this money paid? 

Mr. Machir. A check was given for $1,000, and at the time of the 
settlement, the balance was paid in the amount of $11,245. 

Mr. Simon. Was $11,000 of that — it consisted of two cashier’s checks 
of the Riggs National Bank dated December 21, 1951, which I believe 
y^l^deposited on December 26, 1953? 

Mr Machir. There were two cashier’s checks, one for $5,000, one 
tor $6,000. I don’t know the date that they were drawn. Thev were 
deposited by us. 

. Mr. Simon. They were cashier’s checks of the Riggs National Bank, 
IS that right ? 

Mr. Machir. According to my records it says : 

square 1613, Loughborough and Glenbrook NW., two 
cashier 8 checks from Riggs National Bank, 

above there is one for $5,000 and one for $6,000. 

Mr. Simon. Did Mr. Powell also ask you to draw some plans for 
« house he was going to build on that lot ? 

50690— 64:— pt. 4 86 
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Mr. Machir. Yes, sir. According to an agreement that was 
wait a minute — December 8, we were to proceed with the drawing of 
plans, and $1,500 payment was made, and if we drew the plans and 
he didn’t build the house, we were to receive 2^2 percent of the esti^ 
mated cost of said dwelling. 

Mr. Simon. If you did build the house that was to be applied ? 

Mr, Machir. That was to be applied to the cost. 

Mr. Simon. Did the $1,500 represent the approximate amount that ; 
you estimated would be 2% percent of the cost of the proposed 
dwelling? 

Mr. Machir. I would say yes. I can’t answer that. 

Mr. Simon. When you did draw the plans, did you submit to jfr. 
Powell an estimate oi what it would cost to build the house called 
for by those plans ? 

Mr. Machir. I am sure, yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the date that you submitted that to him ? 

Mr. Machir. I don’t have that record. I have a record where m 
returned to him a portion of the deposit when it was decided not to 
build the house. 

Mr. Simon. So that was in May, was it? 

Mr. Machir. May 21, 1954. 

Mr. Simon. And it would be some time prior to that that you ad- 
vised him what would be the cost of his house ? 

Mr. Machir. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What did you advise him would be the cost of tb 
house? 

Mr. Machir. According to this letter which we returned to Mr. 
Powell : 

Cost of drawing plans for a residence on lot 852, square 1513 at Loughborough 
and Glenbrook Roads NW., Washington, D. C., 2 % percent of estimated price 
of $56,778. 

Mr. Simon. That $56,000 estimated cost would be in addition to tb 
$12,000 for the land? 

Mr. Machir. Well, yes. There is no land in that price. 

Mr. Simon. So the total estimate for the land and building would 
be $68,000? 

Mr. Machir. Well, yes. I mean if you added the price of the lot 
to it. . . 

Mr. Simon. I wanted to make clear this house called for a project 
which when it was built would be $68,000 cost; the $50,000 pt the 
$56,000 does not include the $12,000 he paid for the land? 

Mr. Machir. That is right, sir. . 

Mr. Simon. Did he submit to you some plans of a house in Cali- 
fornia that he wanted copied ? 

Mr. Machir. I understand from our architectural department that 
he did. He brought the set of plans in, which he wanted revised, with 
certain changes, and alterations, and planned to comply with the 
District of Columbia Code and stated that this was a house that was 
in California. 

Mr. Simon. Did he tell you whose house in California it was ? ' 

Mr. Machir. He didn’t tell me. I understand from the architec- 
tural department he stated it was his sister’s house. 

Mr. Simon. His sister’s house in California? 

Mr. Machir. Yes* „ 1, 
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Mr. Simon. Was there any discussion between your architectural 
department and Mr. Clyde Powell as to the cost of building the 
house? 

Mr. Machir. As I understand it, we cubed the house as close as we 
could from the plans that he submitted, and added the changes, so 
much for changes, and gave him an approximate price of around 
^4,000. 

Mr. Simon. When was that given to him ? 

Mr. Machir. That date I can’t remember. I would say it was 
around the time that we started the sketches, or started revision of 
the plan or when he decided to proceed with us drawing the plans. 

Iiffr. Simon. That was either December of last year or January of 
this year? 

Mr. Machir. The agreement which we signed, and was signed by 
Mr. Powell, was dated December 8, 1953. 

Mr. Simon. So it would be about that day ? 

Mr. Machir. I would say around that day. I don’t think it would 
have been agreed on more than likely before this was. 

Mr. Simon. Would it be an accurate statement to say about Decern* 
her 8 of last year he was contemplating a house which would have cost 
him $66,000 ? 

Mr. Machir. He was having the plans drawn and after they were 
finished, he would have to determine whether he was going to proceed 
with it or not. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. 

We will now recess until 2 o’clock and our first witness this after- 
noon will be Mr. Cassel, followed by Mr. Chaite and then Mr. Michaux 
and then Mr. Powell. 

Mr. Judd. Mr. Chairman, may I ask if the witnesses finish this 
afternoon before 4, you might hear Mr. Alfred Kaskell ? I am afraid 
he can t be here tomorrow in time to get home at his temple observance 
at 5 o’clock. 

mn You had better talk to the chief counsel about that. 

(Whereupon, at 12 : 25 p. m., the committee recessed until 2 p. m. 
the same day.) 

afternoon session 


The Chairman. Is Mr. Maher here, the attorney for Mr. Powell? 
Mr. Maher. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Would you like to come back here and tell us the 
questions you would like to ask ? 

(Discussion between Senator Capehart and Mr. Maher.) 
rhe Chahiman. Mr. Maher, in behalf of Mr. Powell, wanted us to 
a question and place into the record what Mr. Powell’s average 
aaiiy balance was during the period the Riggs Bank testified. We 
checked into that. It runs somewhere from $500 to 
?>i,ouu a day, and sometimes even less. Mr. Maher wanted us to as- 

balance was on the first day of January, the 

anrl ^ September in each of the years, 

and 1 don t think we will go to tiiat trouble. We will give you that 

you want to figure it out. I don’t think it is very material anyway. 
Mr. Maher. Mr. Chairman, may I ask that the witness resume the 
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stand and I be permitted to ask him specifically to refresh his recol- 
lection from those records ? 

The Chairman. No. 

Mr. Maher. That right will be denied ? 

The Chairman. Yes. I thinlc so. Mr. Powell isn’t on trial. He 
will be given his opportunity here. 

Mr. Maher. Mr. Powell has been on trial for 6 months before this 
committee. 

The Chapman. Mr. Powell for 6 months has refused to testify be- 
fore this committee, and he is going to be given an opportunity today 
to testify. 

Mr. Maher. Very well, sir. 

The Chairman. Mr. Powell, you will remember, through you, has 
repeatedly said there has never been any direct charges against him. 
This afternoon when he goes before this committee I think he will 
then realize as a result of the hearings today there are plenty of direct 
charges. 

Mr. Maher. Mr. Chairman, will you specify such direct charges! 

The Chairman. You heard the testimony this morning. 

I don’t care to get into — ^just bring Mr. Powell up and let him 
testify for himself when the time comes. 

Mr. Maher. Very well. 

The Chairman. Our first witness this afternoon will be Mr. Albert 
I. Cassel. Would you come forward, Mr. Cassel, please? Mr. Cassel, 
will you please be sworn ? Do you solemnly swear that the testimony 
you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God? 

TESTIMONY OE ALBERT I, CASSEL, MAYFAIR MANSIONS, WASHIRtb 

TON, D. C., ACCOMPANIED BY DANKL J. ANDERSON, COUNSEL 

Mr. Cassel. I do. 

The Chairman. Thank you, sir. Please be seated, and the gentle- 
man with you is your attorney ? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Anderson. Mr. Chairman, before you start the interrogation^ 
of Mr. CasseJL my name is Daniel J. Anderson and I am here repre- 
senting Mr. Cassel this afternoon. 

I think that there should be a correction in the record, and Mr. Cas- 
sel has asked that an explanation be made of the list of witnesses which 
lists the next witness as Arthur M. Chaite, local attorney connected 
with Cassel. Mr. Chaite is, not an attorney for Mr. Cassel, and I am 
advised that he never has been. 

The Chairman. Mr. Chaite was the attorney for Mr. Michaux and 
his church. I think the record should show he never was an attorney 
for Mr. Cassel. 

Mr. Anderson. Thank you. 

The Chairman. I don’t know how that happened, but Mr. Chaiw 
has been, of course, identified as an attorney for Mr. Michaux’ church 
and the project. ' 

Will you please give your full name and address to the reporter, 
please ? 

Mr. Cassel. Albert I. Cassel. 

The Chairman. Your address, please. 
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Mr. Cassel. 3922 Hays Street NE. 

The Chairman. You may proceed, Mr. Simon. 

Do you have a copy of the testimony in executive session ? 

Mr. Anderson. That has not yet been received. It was promised 
yesterday afternoon. 

The Chairman. I know. We promised you a copy before you testi- 
fied. Do you care for a copy now ? 

Mr. Anderson. If you have it there, I would like to have it. 

You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Cassel, will you tell the committee what your busi- 
ness is ? 

Mr. Cassel. I am an architect. 

Mr. Simon. How long have you been an architect ? 

Mr. Cassel. Practicing for myself since 1920. 

Mr. Simon. Since 1920 ? 

Mr. Cassel. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Have you done work on Government buildings as an 
architect? 

Mr. Cassel. I have. 


Mr. Simon. Would you name just a few of them as a way of 
background ? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes, sir. I was the architect for all of the construc- 
tion at Howard University for those 18 years between 1920 and 1938. 
and typical of the types of jobs we did then for the Department oi 
the Interior was the old dining hall building at Howard University 
at about $200,000, a medical school at Howard University at about 
$600,000, the gymnasium and athletic field at about $400,000, the 
classroom building at about $460,000, the chemistry building at about 
$700,000, the heat, light, and powerplant at about $600,000, the walk 
tunnel, about $300,000 ; girls’ dormitory, $700,000. 

Mr. Simon. Were you also a professor at Howard University? 

Mr. Cassel, I was at one time associate professor in the college of 
architecture, 

Mr. Simon. During what period of time were you associate pro- 
fessor of architecture in Howard University ? 

Mr. Cassel. During 1920 and 1924 I was both their architect and 
associate professor in architecture. 

Mr. Simon. You are familiar, of course, with property in the Dis- 
trict here known as Mayfair Mansions? 

Mr. Cassel. I am. 


Mr. Simon. Where is that located? 

Mr. Cassel. Mayfair Mansions is located in Northeast Washington. 
It is bounded on the east by Kenilworth Terrace, on the west by 
a strip of land which borders Anacostia River, on the north bv 
" south by Hays Street. 

fine project was built under financing under section 

008 of the National Housing Act, was it? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Simon. And you were the architect? 

Mr. Cassel. I was. 

Simon. When did you first get the idea, Mr. Cassel, for that 
project y 


Mr. Cassel. I first got the idea for that project along in 1936, and 
spent the time between 1936 and 1938 searching the District of 
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Columbia for a sizable piece of land that might be gotten on whicli 
there was some chance of doing a development of that type, for the 
self-supporting housing, of colored persons. 

Mr,’ &MON. The. record indicates that in July of 1942 you filed 
an application for a mortgage commitment under section 608. 'Will 
you t^l us what you .did between the time you first became interested 
in the project up until July of 1952 when this application was fijedl 

Excuse me, 1942. 

The Chairman. That was 1942. 

Mr. CASsEii. 1942, 

The Chairman. The application was filed in 1942. 

Mr. Cassell. In 1938 we took an option — when I say “we,” I mean 
I took an option on the old Bennings Race Track, located at the area 
I have described heretofore in Northeast Washington, which com- 
prised about 62% 0 acres. I had in mind such a development as 
finally went on it. This piece of land, because it lay in the United 
States park, and on the river, and between Federal properties, 
came under the Shipstead-Luce Act, which gave the Fine irts 
Commission jurisdiction over anything that went on it. It also 
came under the jurisdiction of the United States Engineering Corps, 
because it bordered the river and they have jurisdiction of the 
lovels of anj^thing built bordering the river. It came under, of 
course, the Engineering Department and the Zoning Department of 
the District of Columbia. 

Because it did lay in the property under these. Commissions, in- 
cluding the National Capital Park and Planning Commission, which 
it was named at that time, we had to envisage a development for 
the entire lot, for the entire tract, before we could get permission 
to actually file anywhere for any portion of it, because it was limited 
to the park, and in fact, it is a peninsula projecting into a park. 

With that in mind we developed a sclierae for tlie entire tract, 
with the idea of the front of the tract between what is now Kenil- 
worth Avenue and what is now Kenilworth Terrace, being commercial 
property, for servicing the real property and the real property so 
built as to house approximately 1,100 families in garden-type 
apartments. 

We developed the presentation drawings. These drawings were 
approved by the National Capital Park and Planning Commission 
as to design only, and because we knew that the development of the 
entire tract would run beyond a statutory limit of FHA authority to 
make a single loan, we split the project in our mind into two parts, 
the first part developing 28 acres between Kenilworth Terrace and a 
space westward which would take up 17 buildings and left the rest of 
it for later resubdivision. 

It was on this first section, which was designed first to house ^0 
families and then increased in its design capacity for 594 familie^ 
that we concentrated. We did the contract drawings for that, and 
we made efforts to interest financial institutions to go along with ns 
in our effort to have a financial mortgage sponsor, as was necessary 
in FHA. 

. We tried many, many places. 

The Chairman. You say we. Who was we? 

Mr. Cassel. I mean I did. 

(Conference between Mr. Cassel and Mr. Anderson.) 
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Mr. Cassel. I have gotten into the habit of saying we when I 

^fhe^CHAiRMAN. You were the prime mover in this property? 

jyjr. Cassel. Yes. I bought the land. I placed an option on the 

Chairman. What did you agree to pay for the land? 

Mr. Cassel. $150,000 for the entire tract. 

The Chairman. Who finally did pay the $160,000 ? 

Cassel. The $150,000 finally, sir, was paid in this way. Finally 
the deposit of $10,000 was borrowed to bind the property, was made 
in 1942, by Frank A. 0‘Hare. 

The Chairman. Who was a builder? 

Mr. Cassel. Who was a builder. At the time the settlement was 
effected on that first section, an agreement was made with the Eastland 
Gardens Co. with whom I made the original option. 

The Chairman. Did you have trouble financing this ? Did you have 
trouble interesting FHA? 

Mr. Cassel. We had trouble not only interesting FHA, but we had 
trouble interesting financial institutions around the country to go 
along with us because so far as I know, up to that time, nothing of 
that type had been projected. 

The Chairman. How did you finally interest people? 

Mr. Cassel. Well, I finally got the first interest of FHA by making 
out of my own 20-year background of experience on the housing re- 
quirements of colored people in the District of Columbia, I made a 
detailed survey neighborhood by neighborhood which tended to show 
that colored people in the District of Columbia could pay $15 per 
room per month and were paying that. That survey was looked upon 
with favor by the economist for FHA. 

The Chairman. What was his name ? 

Mr. Cassel. Dr. Fisher, and thereafter we began to get ahead. 

The Chairman. What happened then, when you proved to Dr. 
Fisher that the project was economically sound? Then what hap- 
pened ? 

Mr. Cassel. It began to get a little better headway at FHA, but 
not too far and not too fast. We didn’t get anywhere until I did 
what was suggested to me in a certain telephone call. 

The Chairman. In a certain telephone call ? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Tell us about the telephone call. 

Mr. Cassel. I had a telephone call coming from a very liigh-placed 
ofl&ce which suggested 

The Chairman. A high-placed office, what high-placed office ? 

Mr. Cassel. It came from the office. The person who talked said 
they were talking from the office of Mr. Marvin McIntyre. 

The Chairman. At the White House? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes. They suggested to me in order to get a loan on 
the situation I had to have with me people who had political con- 
stituency. I have none of those at all. 

The Chairman. They suggested you had to have 

Mr. Cassel. Political constituency. 

The Chairman. Influence? 

Mr. Cassel. They might have meant that, but they didn’t say any- 
thing about it at that time. 
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The Chairman. Did they suggest the names of anybody ? 

Mr. Cassel. They did not suggest the names. Thereafter the sug- 
gestion was tied up with what happened. 

The Chairman. Tell us exactly what happened after that tele- 
phone call. 

Mr. Cassel. Thereafter I came in contact, I first met Elder Michaux 
on the street. 

The Chairman. Who is that? 

Mr. Cassel. Elder Michaux. 

The Chairman. Who is he ? 

Mr. Cassel^ Elder Michaux is an evangelist in town. A radio 
preacher. 

The Chairman. You met him on the street? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes, on T street, near my office. 

The Chairman. Is that Lightfoot Michaux? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes, sir. He spoke to me about my struggles to get 
this thing going and said he wanted to see me. 

The Chairman. Did you ever meet him before that? 

Mr. Cassel. No, sir; I did not. 

The Chairman. How did he know you ? 

Mr. Cassel. I guess he knew me. I have done and had done in this 
town many millions of dollars of work for the Federal Government, 
things of that type. I suppose he knew me. I suppose he Iniew what 
I was trying to do. How he knew I don’t know. 

The Chairman. In any event he spoke to you ? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Then what happened ? 

Mr. Cassel. Thereafter he and I got together at my office, to con- 
sider the situation and see what could be done to further this set-up. 

The Chairman.^ Did he tell you he was representing the White 
House or people with this political constituency ? 

Mr. Cassel. He did not tell me. The elder merely said to me 
that after looking into the situation that I had what appeared to be 
a good scheme. 

Mr. Simon. Was he a friend of Mr, McIntyre’s ? 

Mr. Cassel. I later found out he had some friends at the White 
House. No question about that. 

The Chairman. What did he tell you he would do for you? 

Mr. Cassel. I am about to say how we got into the actual dealings^ 
The elder told me I had a good scheme. He had people look over 
my drawings and they were impeccable and that sort of thing and I 
had everything I needed except influence and money. 

The Chairman. Did he tell you he would supply the influence if 
you would pay him ? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes. We talked back and forth for quite some time 
and this thing went through its various stages, about what I was to 
pay for such influence. It was finally decided that I should pay what 
amounted to about 25 percent of my fee, $12,500, out of a total of 
$55,000, which I was actually to get. 

The Chairman. In other 'words, Michaux told you that he, for 
$12,500, would use his influence? 

Mr. Cassel. That is right. 

The Chairman. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Cassel. That is correct. 
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The Chairman. What happened then ? 

Mr. Cassel. Thereafter, we went through many vicissitudes as to 
who would be the directors. It was first proposed that a large list 

of directors 

The Chairman. A what? 

Mr. Cassel. A large list of directors, about 10 and among those 10 
were Mr. George Allen, Mr. Harry C. Butcher. 

The Chairman. Mr. George E. Allen ? 

Mr. Cassel. George E. Allen and Harry C. Butcher. 

Mr. Simon. Are you talking about stockholders ? 

Mr. Cassel. Talking about stockholders and directors. That is 
the way the thing was approached first. 

The Chairman. Who approached Mr. Allen and Mr. Butcher? 

Mr. Cassel. Mr. Michaux. 

The Chairman. Did you have a meeting with them ? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes. We had one meeting with the whole group. 
The Chairman. Where did you meet ? 

Mr. Cassel. In Mr. Allen’s office. 

The Chairman. Who was present? 

Mr. Cassel. Mr. Allen, Mr. Butcher, Mr. Michaux, at that time 
Mr. Paul Stone, who was to be the original builder, I was there, 
an(l^“ 

The Chairman. Tell us exactly what was said and what happened 
at that meeting ? 

Mr. Cassel. They discussed the thing in preliminary form at that 
meeting, but dismissed the first meeting rather promptly because I 
found out afterwards it was decided to cut down this large unwieldy 
body and the body \vould consist of five persons. 

The Chairman. Who were they? 

Mr. Cassel. Mr. George E. Allen, Mr. Harry Butcher, Elder 
Michaux, Paul D. Stone, a builder of Washington, and I. 

The Chairman. That was five people? 

Mr. Cassei^. Five people. 

The Chairman. You were to each get 20 percent? 

Mr. Cassel. Each of us was to get 20 percent in the setup. 

Ihe Chairman. Did you five people become the sponsors? 

Mr. Cassel. We became the sponsors' on the first application. 

The Chairman. I hand you the application filed on July 15, 1942, 
and ask you if the names on there are the same five names that you 
just mentioned. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Cassel, can you fix the date of this meeting in Mr. 
Allen’s office? 

. Mr. Cassel. I cannot fix the exact date, sir, because it was along 
in the middle of 1940, I think, when I got this call from Mr. Mc- 
Intyres office. We went on for about a year, back and forth, about 
wiiat would be done, who would be in it. 

Mr. Simon. You said you met in Mr. Allen’s office. Wliere was his 
oince ? 

Cassel. His office was at the Home Insurance office on K Street. 
Mr. Simon. What was his position there ? 

Mr. Cassel. I understand Mr. Allen was vice’ president of Home 
Insurance Co. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat was Mr. Butcher’s position there ? 
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Mr. Cassel. Mr. Butcher had no position there. Mr. Butcher was 
the CBS representative at the White Mouse. 

Mr. Simon. He was with Columbia Broadcasting System ? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman, See if the five names on the original application of 
the mortgage commitment — just read the five names. 

Mr. Cassel. L. S. Michaux, that is correct. George E. Allen, cor- 
rect. Harry C. Butcher, correct. Albert I. Cassel, correct. Frank 
A. O’Hare, correct. 

The Chairman. He became the builder ? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Now read what each of you were supposed te^ put 
up or did put up, if they did. I don’t know whether they did or not 

Mr. Simon. On page 2. 

The Chairman. After your name there, how much in land and how 
much in cash ? The same thing you just read from the names. 

Mr. Simon. On the top of page 2, Mr. Cassel. 

Mr. Cassel. L. S. Michaux, $7,000. 

The Chairman. No ; how much for land. 

Mr. Cassel. $25,000. 

The Chairman. How much cash ? 

Mr. Cassel. $7,000. George E. Allen, land, $25,000 ; cash, $7,000. 

Harry C. Buteher, $25,000 ; cash, 7,000. 

Albert I, Cassel, $25,000 — land, $25,000 ; cash, $7,000. 

Frank A. O’Hare Jand, $25,000; cash, $7,000. 

The Chairman. Did any of the five persons whose names you read 
that put up $26,000 up for land and $7,000 ; did they ever put up the 
money ? 

Mr. Cassel. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Did they ever secure any interest in the project? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes. They secured an interest. 

The Chairman. Each of them ? 

Mr. Cassel. I want to correct one thing. O’Hare did put up money 
for land. 

The Chairman. O’Hare did? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. But the others did not put up any money for land 
or cash? 

Mr. Cassel. No. 

The Chairman. But they did get the 20 percent stock interest in the 
corporation ? 

Mr. Cassel. They did. . . 

The Chairman. However, I think that it must be said at this time 
that neither Mr. Allen nor Mr. Butcher — ^they later returned their 20 
percent stock? 

Mr. Cassel. They returned the 20 percent stock and never got any- 
thing out of it. 

The Chairman. They never got any money out of it ? 

Mr. Cassel. No, sir. 

The Chairman. I just want to'say at this point, in no way to criticize 
any of the five people involved, meaning Mr. Allen or Mr. Butcher 
or you, Mr. Cassel, or Mr. O’Hare or Mr. Michaux — I just want to 
show the pattern of the irresponsibility of the administration of FHA, 
at least in those days. Here are 6 men who say that they had land of 
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J25,000 value and $7,000 each in cash and outside of 1 of them they 
never put up any land. They are just round figures. That just shows 
the pattern and the irresponsibility and nonbusinesslike management 
of the FHA in respect to section 608’s. 

Mr. Cassel. May I say a word with reference to my own contribu- 
tion up to that point ? 

The Chairman. You mav. 

Mr. Cassel. I optioned that land in 1938. I held it. I paid out of 
my own pocket for the production of drawings and I paid all of the 
promotional expenses up until that time. 

The Chairman. I appreciate that. You had had considerable 
money into it. I said I am not criticizing any of the five names. I am 
just snowing the general pattern of how it just seemed as though all 
you had to do was fill in some names and put down some amounts. We 
have found that as a general pattern all over the United States with 
respect to these section 608’s. 

Now tell us what happened from that time on. You have testified, 
of course, that Mr. Allen and Mr. Butcher did get 20 percent of the 
stock, but they later returned it to the church. 

Mr. Cassel. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. They never received any money out of it? 

Mr. Cassel. They never received any money. 

The Chairman. However, the project went bankrupt: didn’t it? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes, sir. The building, the actual building of the 
project started 

The Chairman. In this particular application the whole thing went 
bankrupt. 

Mr. Cassel. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You got a mortgage for $2,478,000? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And Frank O’Hare’s construction company started 
construction ? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And after they were part way through it was that com- 
pany that went bankrupt? 

Mr. Cassel. That is the company that went bankrupt. 

Mr. Simon. When they went bankrupt, they owed subcontractors? 
Mr. Cassel. They owed subcontractors a total of about $790,000. 

Mr. Simon. Then in 1944 you filed another application? 

Mr. Cassel. In 1944, this contractors’ subcommittee, headed bv 
Henry J. Knott ^ 

Mr. Simon. Henry J. Knott 

Mr. Cassel. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Where did Mr. Knott come into the picture? 

Mr. Cassel. After Mr. O’Hare’s Kenilworth Co. failed for the 
m’st time Mr. Knott came into the picture to my knowledge. Mr. 
Knott presented himself, and said that he held as collateral for 
$116,000 loan which he had made to Frank A. O'Hare, all oithe stock 
of the Kenilworth Co., and that in any reorganization of this situation, 
Iwking toward completing it, well he wanted to protect his rights. He 
nired Mr. George Shay, an attorney, to negotiate with the Federal 
housing Administration, and Mr. Knott was given the commitment 
to reorganize this thing. 

The Chairman. And to finish the project? 
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Mr. Cassel. Yes, sir. Mi*. Knott’s group secured an additional loan 
of about $400,000, which Elder Michaux and I had not been able to 
secure. 

Mr. Simon. In the meantime, as I understand it, Mr. Butcher’s stock 
and Mr. Allen’s stock and Mr. O’Hare’s stock were turned over to the 
church ? 

Mr. Cassel. Well, not in that way. Not quite in that way. It didn’t 
come about at that time. It came about after tliis reorganization \yas 
complete, and we were about to close the situation ; Knott and his 
group had been in control and they were trying to make some agree- 
ment with Elder Michaux and I for us to take a very minor part in the 
situation. 

Something happened, and as a result of that, Knott offered to sell 
his interest and the benefit of all he had done to put the thing together, 
to us for $100,000. 

Mr. Simon. What was he going to sell you for that $100,000 ? 

Mr. Cassel. He was selling the commitment which FHA had given 
him to complete it. 

The Chairman. Do you mean to tell me he was selling a commit- 
ment for $100,000 ? 

Mr. Cassel. I would say that was the prime situation in it because 
he had the terms of the commitment set up in a letter to him from Mr. 
Powell, which terms were favorable. 

The Chairman. He charged you and Mr. Michaux $100,000? 

Mr. Cassel. For that and his services in putting the deal together, 
as a part of those services, sir, included getting all of the subcontrac- 
tors who were stuck in the situation, along with me, to agree to finish 
the job for their original figures, and to take in return for the money 
they already had in the job, a certain class of stock which would be 
redeemed if and when the project, the finished project could pay them 
off. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Cassel, is this what happened; the first application 
was filed by Mavf air Gardens ? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. It went broke? 

The- Chairman. Who was the president of that? Was that Mr. 
Michaux ? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes. 

The Chairman. Lightfoot Michaux ? 

Mr. Cassfl. Yes, sir. That wasn’t done until we made this agree- 
ment with Ejiott. 

Mr. Simon. Then the second corporation was Mayfair Mansions? 

Mr. Cassel. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. That is the company in which Knott filed the applica- 
tion? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The application shows it was filed by Mayfair Mansions, 
care of Henry J. Knott? 

Mr. Cassel. That is right, sir. 

The Chairman. That gave him then the commitment ? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes, mr. He had gotten the commitment before then 
in writing. 

Mr. Simon. Then FPIA issued a commitment for $2,815,000. 

Mr. Cassel. Backed up by RFC. 
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. Mr. Simon. Backed up by RFC i . ^ , 

The Chairman. What did you mean by that? Did RFC loan 

money on this? ^ ^ 

Mr. Cassel. FHA loan guaranteed it, sir, but the money was to be 

advanced by RFC. 

The Chair MvVN. They were to be the mortgagees ? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. How did you get to RFC? 

Mr. Cassel. We had tried — when I say “we” this time I mean Elder 
and I — had tried very hard to get RFC to raise that mortgage from 
2.4 to 2.8, but for us they would not do it. Wlien Mr. Knott and 
Shay got working on it 

The Chairman. Mr. Shay being the attorney for Mr. Kiiott ? 

Mr. Cassel. That is right, they did it. When this thing was handed 
back to Michaux and me as a package, as a result of Elder Michaux 
having raised among his churches the $100,000, or raised somewhere 
$100,000, and paid to Knott, then it was handed back to Elder Michaux 
and I ; Mr. Allen being away and Mr. Butcher being in Europe with 
Mr. Eisenhower. 

Mr. Simon. Is this what happened? The church raised $100,000, 
which went to Mr. Knott ? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes. 


Mr. Simon. And the church got 60 percent of the stock, you kept 
your 20 percent, the Elder kept his 20 percent, and FHA issued the 
mortgage commitment for $2,815,000, wdiich RFC was to advance, and 
Knott gave you the commitment and the subcontractors who had 
$709,000 owing to them from the first project, agreed to take preferred 
stock from the second company for the $709,000? 

Mr. Cassel. That is exactly what happened except for the fact 
that m addition to that. Elder Michaux and I agreed to pay the church 
back its $100,000. 

Mr. Simon. You agreed to pay it back? 

The Chairman. You did later pay it back? 

Mr. Cassel. We did pay back $50,000. 

The Chairman. Who brought RFC into the picture ? 

Mr. Cassel. So far as we know, RFC was brought in by Mr. Knott 
and Mr. Shay. We couldn’t get to first' base with them on increasing 
the mortgage. 

The Chairman. Who helped to bring them in? 

Mr. Cassel. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. Now, Mr. Cassel, when the project was just about 
finished, did anybody ask FHA to increase the mortgage by $709,000, 
to redeem the preferred stock ? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Whose idea was that? 

. Mr. Cassel. Well, it was presented to us as a fact that was prac- 
tically accomplished. 

Mr. Simon. By whom? 

Mr. Cassel. It was first broached to us by Mr. Bornstein, who was 
the chairman of the executive committee. We had an executive com- 
mittee of the subcontractors which was made up of Mr. Bornstein, 
who had perhaps the largest amount of subcontract money sunk in the 
thmg, some $200,000, and E. P. Norman, tJie concrete subcontractor 
uid I were the executive committee. 
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Mr. Bornstein brought that suggestion up and said it could be done 
and could be worked out. 

Mr. Simon. Did he work it out ? 

Mr. Cassel. Well, we didn’t do much on that. That application 
for that increase was filed and practically handed to the elder and 
I as a package. 

Mr. Simon. By you ? 

Mr. Cassel. By FHA and Bornstein. 

Mr. Simon. They were going to increase the mortgage by $709,000 
in order that you could take that money and redeem the preferred 
stock- that was issued to the subcontractors who lost money on the 
first job? 

Mr. Cassel. Whose money was held up on the second job and who 
would have to wait some 17 years to get it out. 

Mr. Simon. That extra $709,000 was not needed to finish the iob: 
was it? 

“ Mr. Cassel. No. That wasn’t needed. It was needed to pay those ; 
debt which were incurred in that first failure. i 

Mr. Simon. But the people had already agreed to take preferred 
stock for it? . : . 

Mr. Cassel. Yes, sir; they did. 

^ Mr. Simon. The first commitment that was issued on Mayfair Man- 
sions was in May of 1944, and the second commitment, which was 
$709,000 higher, was issued in October of 1946. Did you go down to 
FHA to get this increased commitment ? 

Mr. Cassel. No ; I didn’t. 

Mr. Simon. How did you get it ? 

Mr. Cassel. I was told of the existence of the commitment by this 
group of Mr. Bornstein and his setup. 

Mr. Simon. After he told you it was ready, didn’t you have to pick 
up the papers? 

Mr. Cassel. I had to pick up the papers ; yes. 

Mr. Simon. What happened when you went to pick up the papers? 

Mr. Cassel. I picked up the papers and we had to take the necessary 
corporation action in our setup to approve such an increase, and there 
didn’t anything happen that was untoward until such a time as the 
thing was ready to settle along in December of 1946. i 

The Chairman. Where did you go to settle ? * 

Mr. Cassel. The job was to be settled, this increase was to be settled 
by disbursements made at the title company of Kichmond, their Wash- 
ington office, but in order to be in position to do that, we had to get 
the money irom the Trust Co. of New Jersey. It has not been ex- 
plained so far how the Trust Co. of New Jersey got into it because at 
that time we were half way through the completion of the job, the 
Trust , Co. of New Jersey bought the mortgage from KFC, and they 
finished the job and we did have an excellent group of tenants and a ^ 
larsfe 

The Chairman. You had to get this $709,000 then from the Trust 
Co. of New Jersey? , 

Mr. Cassel. Yes, sir. They were the people who agreed to put 
the money up. ■ 

Mr. Simon. Tell us, how did you go about doing that and what | 
happened? 
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Mr. Cassel. We thought everything was settled. I went, of course, 
to the office of Mr. Powell to get the authorization. 

The Chairman. Wliose office? 

Mr, Cassel. Mr. Powell’s office, 
i The Chairman. Clyde L. Powell’s office? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes. 

The Chairman. Where was that? 

Mr. Cassel. The FHA Building. 

The Chairman. Tell us what happened? 

Mr. Cassell. I went to get the authorization to get the $709,000 
from the Trust Company of New Jersey. 

Mr. Simon. Was that in December of 1946? 

Mr. Cassel. It was along that time, December of 1946, to get this 
money down to the title company, Richmond Title Co., here in Wash- 
ington, and at that time Mr. Powell told me the amount of work he 
had done on the thing. 

The Chairman. That he had done on it ? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes; the amount of work he had done on it and how 
he helped the project to survive from the very beginning and before 
this thing would be finally approved by him we would have to give 
him $10,000. 

The Chairman. You would have to give him $10,000 ? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Did you give him $10,000? 

Mr. Cassel. Not at that time, sir. 

The Chairman. When did you give it to him ? 

Mr. Cassel. I discussed his proposal in detail with the elder. 

The Chairman. You discussed it with Lightfoot Michaux? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes. 

The Chairman. You discussed it with him in detail ? 

Mr. Cassell. Yes, sir. His answer, after diie consideration, was 
this : that that was the way things were done. 

The Chairman. That was the way things were done ? 

Mr. Cassel, Things were done, that he was a preacher. 

The Chairman. He was a preacher ? 

Mr. Cassel. And he could not have anything to do with passing 
the money, but that is the way things were done. 

The Chairman. I see. Then what happened ? ^ 

Mr. Cassel. Thereafter I went back to see Mr. Powell. 

The Chairman. Back to see Mr. Powell ; yes. 

Mr. Cassel. Mr. Powell wanted me to draw a check to myself for 
services, cash the check, and to give that money to him in cash. That 
I would not do. 

The Chairman. What did you do ? 

_ Mr. Cassel. What we finally did, was to take out of Mayfair 
Mansions’ accumulated funds, which had been accumulated or been 

accumulating since July 1945 

Mr. Simon. You mean rent money? 

_Mr. Cassel. Yes ; rent money and anything else we had, rent money, 
advance deposit, things of that type, anything else that was left over, 
took out $10,000 in cash and gave it to Mr. Powell. 

The Chairman. Did you give it to him at one time ? 

Mr. Cassell. No, sir ; about three times as we had the money. 

The Chairman. You gave him a total of $10,000 ? ' 
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Mr, Cassel. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Did he ever pay it back ? 

Mr. Cassel. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Was he supposed to pay it back? 

Mr. Cassel. No, sir. He wasn’t supposed to pay it back. He said 
he wanted it for his services. 

The Chairman. You are certain you discussed this with Lightfoot 
Michaux ? 

Mr. Cassel. I certainly am. 

The Chairman. He agreed to it? 

Mr. Cassel. He said he couldn’t pass the money. That is the way 
things were done and I thought about it, and I also took this into 
consideration. 

- The Chairman. He had previously charged you $12,000 ? 

Mr. Cassel. That is what I was about to say. I went through 
the same process there ; I had to pay him $12,000. 

The Chairman. You paid him $12,600 ? ' 

Mr. Cassel. I did pay him ; yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Did Mr. Powell ever ask you for any money or 
loans after that ? 

Mr. Cassel. He made a request for one loan after that; in the 
early part, about January 1948. 

The Chairman. How much did he ask for this time? 

Mr. Cassel. Mr. Powell called me and said he had to have $2,500, 

The Chairman. What did you do ? 

Mr. Cassel. I went to see him about it. Mr. Powell told me that 
he had to have it, that he had gotten himself into a situation on some 
gambling debts and people were going to kill him. 

The Chairman. People were going to kill him ? 

Mr. Cassel. That is what he told me unless he got the money, 
and he told me then if I would help out, that he would quit that 
business. 

The Chairman. He would quit what business ? 

Mn Cassel. Gambling business. 

The Chairman. “Just give me one more chance and I will quit.” 
That is what he said ? 

Mr. Cassel. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You loaned him the $2,500? 

Mr. Cassel. I loaned him the $2,500 after going through the same 
procedure that I did before. 

The Chairman. Cash 

Mr. Cassel. Cash and three different lots because we didn’t have 
any more. 

The Chairman. Did he repay the loan? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes. He repaid that loan by about June of that year. 

Mr. Simon. The $10,000 you gave him in cash earlier, that wasn’t 
a loan and was not repaid ? 

Mr. Cassel. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Cassel, you had some preferred stock for your 
architectural fees, didn’t you ? , 

Mr. Cassel. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Out of this $709,000 you got your architectural fees 
paid for? 

Mr. Cassel. I got the balance of my architectural fees. 
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Mr. Simon. Will you tell us how that was disbursed? 

Mr. Cassel. I had carried this thing promotionally during this 
period that it was in jeopardy and stoppage, and so forth. I had all my 
expenses to pay. The Munsey Trust Co. earned my payrolls and ad- 
vanced me money to keep going to get this thing through. I therefore 
made an assignment to Munsey Trust Co. for anytliing I might get out 
of the job. I got out of it $30,000, which was distributed between these 
people, my consulting engineer, my landscape engineer, Pere Ghent, 
the Munsey Trust Co. I think got about $10,500, Elder Michaux got the 
balance of his $12,500 and they gave me $681 out of $30,000. 

Mr. Simon. You say Elder Michaux got the balance of $12,500 out of 
Munsey Trust. Where did he get the first part of his $12,500? 

Mr. Cassel. I paid that out of the first money which came to me. 
My architectural fee was listed as $118,000 but I never got anything 
like that. I got less than half of that. If you will look through the 
records you will see that FHA itself took $51,000 from the $11*8,000 as 
my contribution to the job that they had started. In addition to that 
$51,000, they took $42,518, which I understand was handed over to 
Frank A. O’Hare, as a cushion for the construction on the job. I 
got the difference in this way : I got — I had O’Hare bring me a check. 
I said I had to pay Michaux, he insisted on having the money now and 
I am not going to hand the money out in cash. You said you are going 
to bring me $25,000 ; which is all I am going to get out of this money 
for all I have done, for all the service I have done on it at this time. 

O’Hare brought me a cashier’s check from Kiggs National Bank for 
about $5,600 for the elder, and the balance of nineteen-some-thousand 
dollars for myself. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have a photostatic copy of that casliier’s check ? 

Mr. Cassel. I do. 

Mr. Simon. May we see it, please ? 

The Chairman. This is the check you paid to Michaux? 

Mr. Cassel. The first payment. 

The Chairman. The first payment to Michaux. 

Mr. Simon. That is about $5,600? 

Mr. Cassel. Something like that. 

Mr. Simon. You say the balance, which would be around $77,000, or 
$68,000, was paid to him by the Munsey Trust Co. out of the money you 
got from the preferred stock; is that" right? 

Mr. Cassel. That is right. With this slight exception : I think be- 
tween this payment, this $5,600 payment. 

The Chairman. 'This is a check dated October 3, 1942, at the Riggs 
National Bank, made to the order of Lightfoot S. Michaux, $5,681. It 
IS a cashier’s check. That is the first payment you made to him ? 

Mr. Cassel. That is the first payment. 

The Chairman. On the $12,500 you were to pay him for influence? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes, sir. 

Chairman. You later paid the balance through tlie Munsey 

Mr. Cassel. Between that and the last payment, I passed over, I 
guess, the difference — I believe the last payment to Munsey Trust Co. 
would be shown on their assignment. I tliink that was around $6,000, 
out I had between these 2 payments given liim the otJier few hundred 
dollars which made up $12,500. 
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Mr. Simon. The last payment from the Mimsey Trust Co. was prob- 
ably in the early part or 1947 ; is that right? 

Mr. Cassel. It was then this disbursement was made dh this 
$709 000. 

Mr. Simon. You got the $709,000 December 1946 ? 

Mr. Cassel. Disbursements were in January 1947. 

Mr. Simon. So that is when the elder got the last of his $12,500? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. After you got through building the Mansions, did you 
build a shopping center on the additional land ? 

Mr. Cassel. We built a temporary shopping center on the additional 
land. 

Mr, Simon. Who financed that ? 

Mr. Cassel. That was financed by — in this way : When this^Mayfair 
Gardens was first started in 1942, it had not only money which I had 
put in it and the money O’Hare had put in it, but in order to get started 
it needed an additional $110,000. Defense Plomes loaned that $110,000, 
as a second trust on Mayfair Gardens and as blanket first trust on the 
first trust of Mayfair Extension. 

Mr. Simon. The vacant land was owned by Mayfair Extension? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes; that was the other half of the original track. 

Mr. Simon. Owned by the same stockholders? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes ; in the same amount. 

Mr. Simon. Defense Homes, a part of RFC, loaned you $110,000 as 
the second mortgage on the apartment ground and first mortgage on 
the vacant land ? 

Mr. Cassel. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You used that money to build this fir^ shopping 
center? 

Mr. Cassel. No, sir. That money was advanced in October, I be- 
lieve, or September 1942, and every penny of that money went into 
the building of Mayfair Gardens. 

Mr. Simon. That is the company that went bankrupt? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. When you needed to have some more money for the 
shopping center you went back to RFC again ? 

Mr. Cassel. We went back to them twice. First we got the original 
loan of $110,000 as to which no payments as the principal and interest 
were due. until maturity 7 years after its drawn date. We had that 
increased from $140,000, to which it had accrued at that time to 
$193,000. 

Mr. Simon. The $140,000 was the 110 plus interest? 

Mr. Cassel. Plus interest Which had accrued to that date. 

Mr. Simon. You got a loan for $190,000 ? 

Mr. Cassel. $193,000. We started off to build this temporary shop- 
ping center which cost in excess of $200,000, with about $51,000. 

Mr. Simon. Did you go back to RFC for more? 

Mr. Cassel. We struggled to get through this thing and did finally, 
and by the time we got through, in June 1949, 1 am sure that is right, 
June 1949 or July, RFC increased its loan to $325,000 and gave us the 
difference between our accrued rnortgage and interest and the $325,000 
to pay our debts with on this temporary shopping center. 

Mr. Simon. Did anybody help you get that loan from the RFC ? 
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' I4r. Cassel. Yes ; we were helped to get the loan from RFC. 

Mr. Simon. Who helped you? 

Mr. Cassel. We were helped by people at the Wliite House. 

Mr. Simon. Who at the White House ? 

Mr. Cassel. They were interested in the whole thing there. 

Mr. Simon. Who at the White House helped you ? 

Mr. Cassel. So far as I know, I think Mr. Dawson helped us, with 
Mr. Hise. 

The Chairman. Wliat is his first name ? 

Mr. Cassel. Donald Dawson, I believe. 

The Chairman. Who was Mr. Hise ? 

Mr. Cassel. Harvey Hise was Chairman of the RFC. 

Mr. Simon. You got the $325,000 and finished building the shopping 
center? 

Mr. Cassel. We had actually finished by borrowing what we had 
to pay off. 

Mr. Simon. You used this money to pay it off ? 

Mr. Cassel. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. After you got the shopping center built, you still owned 
20 percent of the Mayfair Mansions and 20 percent of the Extensions ? 

Mr. Cassel. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And the elder owned 20 percent of each company ? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And the church owned 60 percent; is that right? 

Mr. Cassel. That is essentially right. There may be 20 percent and 
a third between the elder and myself. 

Mr. Simon. This $100,000 that the church put up to buy Mr. Emott’s 
commitment ; did you ever pay that back ? 

Mr. Cassel. We paid back to my knowledge about $48,000 of its 

Mf; Simon. Up to what time did you pay it back? 

Mr. Cassel. I think we paid that back within the first year after 
it was loaned. I got back $20,000 from the insurance company of 
Detroit. 

Mr. Simon. That was on the bond ? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes; $20,000 that had been put up, and we got back 
$28,000 plus the accrued interest in bonds from the Trust Co. of 
New Jersey, which had been up there as sort of a security fund. We 
turned those moneys back to the church. 

Mr. Simon. Did the church ever get the other $51,000 paid back? 

Mr. Cassel. I did not know. 

Mr. Simon. After a while the Mansions needed a little money; 
didn’t they? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What did you do to raise the money ? 

Mr. Cassel. W^ell, there is no question about that, the Mansions 
had helped the Extension and the Extension helped Mansion by 
picking up this $140,000 debt. We needed money seriously, not only 
when Mansions needed it, but all through the construction of Mayfair 
Extension temporary shopping center. We had to borrow money. 
We borrowed money from the National Savings & Trust. I borrowed 
money, with Michaux speaking for me I borrowed money from the 
Crown Savings Bank in Newport News. 

Mr; ^iMON. What do you mean by Michaux speaking for you ? • 



3270 


FHA INVESTIGATION 


Mr. Cassel. I mean this : That we discussed, and when I say 
I mean the elder and I discussed, the need for money. The elder 
suggested that he could help me borrow better than he could borrow 
on himself. He didn’t want to borrow on himself. 

Mr. Simon. Why didn’t he want to borrow himself ? 

Mr. Cassel. Well, he didn’t want to borrow. He said he would lose 
face. 

Mr. Simon. He would lose face ? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. This was going to be money for the corporation? 

Mr. Cassel. That is riglit. 

Mr. Simon. Why didn’t the corporation borrow the money and he 
and you guarantee it ? 

Mr. Cassel. I do not think the corporation had any assets to borrow. 
We had to put up something for it. The corporation was already in 
great debt, so what I put up for it was my own stock in Mayfair Man- 
sions and Mayfair Extensions. 

Mr. Simon. You borrowed this money from the bank in Norfolk? 

Mr. Cassel. I borrowed mon^ from the bank at Norfolk, I bor- 
rowed money from Mr. Arthur Chaite. We paid them both back. 

Mr. Simon. How much did you borrow from Mr. Chaite? 

Mr. Cassel. At that particular time, $33,500, which was paid back. 

Mr. Simon. From Mr. Chaite? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Was that the first loan from him ? 

Mr. Cassel. It began as a $10,000 loan. 

Mr. Simon. You borrowed $10,000 from Mr. Chaite first? 

Mr. Cassel. By the time we had finished the shopping center we 
owed Mr. Chaite $33,600, which was paid back out of residue of this 
$325,000 loan, paid by KFC. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever borrow any more money from Mr. Chaite? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes. I borrowed money from Mr. Chaite, I would say, 
very late in 1949 or 1950. 

Mr. Simon. How much was that ? 

Mr. Cassel. When this shopping center started we still did not have 
any working coital, 

Mr. Simon. How much did you borrow from Mr. Chaite? 

Mr. Cassel. I think the face value of my note was $40,000. 

Mr. Simon. $40,000? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. In 1949 or 1960? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What is Mr. Chaite’s business ? 

Mr. Cassel. Mr. Chaite is an attorney. 

Mr. Simon. Is he in the lending business? 

Mr. Cassel. Not that I laiow of. He loaned me money. 

Mr. Simon. How did you happen to go to him to borrow the $40,000? 

Mr. Cassel. I went to Mr. Chaite to borrow the $40,000 because 
when we were building the shopping center and needed money, Mr. 
Elder Michaux first pointed to Mr. Cliaite as a possible source. 

The Chairman. Michaux told you that you should borrow the 
money from Chaite? 

Mr. Cassel. He pointed to him as a source from which we could get 
this additional $10,000. 
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The'CHAiRMAN. You later borrowed $40,000? 

Mr. Cassel. I later increased to $10,000, $23,500, that was paid off 
out of the residue, then I borrowed $40,000. 

The Chauiman. Did you put up your stock in the two corpora- 


Mr. Cassel. I put up my stock and I also put up my own farm. 
Mr. Simon. You put up your farm as collateral? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes. 

The Chairman. For this $40,000 loan? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes. 

The Chairman. How much were you paying Mr. Chaite for the 
$40,000 loan? 

Mr. Cassel. I think the interest on that ran somewhere between 4 
and C percent. I believe the bonus was $5,000. 

Mr. Simon. You paid him a $5,000 bonus? 

Mr. Cassel. I think so. 

Mr. Simon. How was the bonus made ? 

Mr. Cassel. The bonus was not paid by me. It was taken out of 
the money. 

Mr. Simon. You borrowed $40,000 and got $35,000? 

Mr. Cassel. That is right, thereabouts. 

Mr. Simon. Whose money was Mr. Chaite loaning to you ? 

Mr. Cassel. I don’t know, I was glad to get it. I didn’t ask him. 
Mr. Simon. Do you think it was his own money ? 

Mr. C'assel. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know today whose money he was loaning to 
you? 

Mr. Cassel. Sir? 

Mr. Simon. Do you know today whose money he was loaning to 
you? 

Mr. Cassel. I do not Imow. 

Mr. Simon. You still don’t know whose money it was? 

Mr. Cassel. I don’t know. 


it? 


Mr. Simon. What happened when that note came due, did you pay 


Mr. Cassel. I couldn’t pay the note. The note stayed unpaid for 
some time. It got to be very embarrassing. 

Mr. Simon. He held your farm as collateral ? 

Mr. Cassel. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. As well as your Mayfair Mansion stock? 

Mr. Cassel. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What did you do then ? 

Mr. Cassel. We didn’t do anything except make many efforts, 
with Mr. Chaite and other sources, to attempt to refinance the whole 
Mayfair Mansion and Mayfair Extension holdings in an effort to 
clear up everybody’s debt, including my own. I had been in the thing 
irom the beginning and had socked every nickel I had back in the 
thing. In the meantime I had done the contract drawings for the 
second section at the expense of many thousands of dollars to me and 
t still had not been paid for it. I still owed $12,000 for engineerino- 
alone on that section. 

The Chairman. You did not lose ydur farm, did you? 

Mr. Cassel. No. I did not lose my farm. I did not lose it, no, sir. 
I am glad of that. ’ ’ 
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The Chairman. Was that your concern, that you might lose the 
farm? 

Mr. Cassel. That was my great concern because I have had the 
farm since 1930. 

The Chairman. How big a farm is it? 

Mr. Cassel. Three hundred and sixty-four acres, sir. 

The Chairman. Where is it located ? 

Mr. Cassel. It is located right on the Chesapeake Bay. We have 
about 3,200 foot frontage. 

The Chairman. How did you pay off this note? 

Mr. Cassel. The note was paid off in the final, I will say the last 
refinancing of Mayfair Mansions, where I gave up my stock, in May- 
fair Mansions, for what I considered less man 5 cents on a dollar. 

The Chairman. Why did you sell your stock? 

Mr. Cassel. I did not want to lose my farm. Let me tell you, sir, 
the farm as a farm is not worth much, but the land is worth money. 

Mr. Simon. You sold your stock to pay this note ? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And save your farm ; is that right ? 

Mr. Cassel. I couldn’t get it loose unless I did something. 

Mr. Simon. When you did that, when you sold your stock to save 
the farm because of this money, that you owed to Chaite, what would 
you have thought if you had known that the money that Chaite loaned 
you was really the church’s money that Michaux had given him to 
loan you ? 

Mr. Cass]^. I never suspected that. The elder didn’t say that 
The elder said that he was going to great expense to borrow the money 
from Chaite. 

The Chairman. The facts are, and we will have testimony a little 
later that it was Michaux’s money all the time. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever know that before ? 

Mr. Cassel. Not until this minute. 

The Chairman. Michaux and you were partners, were you not? 
He had 20 percent, you 20 percent, and the church 60 ? 

Mr. Cassel. We were associated but I did not know that. The 
only thing I knew in that association that worried me was when it 
looked as .though an agreement might be made where I could get my 
farm loose from this situation, Michaux himself called attention to Mr. 
Chaite; 

The Chairman. You own no stock in this project at the moment? 

Mr. Cassel. I do not own any stock. 

The Chairman. Mr. Michaux owns 20 percent, the records will 
show, and the church owns 80 percent. They have it all. 

Mr. Cassel. I suppose that is right. I know I am out. 

The Chairman. That is the testimony that we have had in executive 
session. That is the testimony we will have here shortly in public 
session. 

Mr. Cassel. Sir, may I ask a question, you tell me that money was 
actually Mr. Elder’s money ? 

The Chairman. It was Tllder’s money or Michaux’s money or the 
church’s money all the time. He so testified and will testify later 
.today. And so will Mr. Chaite: 

You did not know that ? 

Mr. Cassel. I not only didn’t know it, I never even suspected it. 
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Mr. Simon. At any rate, you got squeezed out of your stock be- 
pnnse vou were afraid that ii the note were not paid you would lose 
rur^nn; is that right? 

Mr. Cassel. Now it looks like worse than squeezed. 

Mr. Simon. What do you mean by that? 

Mr. Cassel. Well, I was cut down to that amount of money by this, 
I see now, as a maneuver. We were all saying we were anxious to pay 
every debt of Mayfair Mansions and Mayfair Extensions, and there 
was an offer made to purchase Mayfair Mansions at such a figure as 
would pay all of its dents. 

Tlie Chairman. Was that something like $45,000 ? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes, and would leave a little bit of money, all that 
would be left out of that for me was $35,000 and I agreed that if all of 
its debts could be paid and all its creditors wiped off in spite of the 
value of the thing I would take $35,000 to get a fresh start and pay 
over again. The elder told me to sign it first and he would take the 
thing to New York to be approved by his group. I did sign in that 
situation and instead of it being approved, it was thereafter used as 
a club for me, with the idea that I had agreed to sell for $35,000. I 
didn’t get $35,000. 

Mr. Simon. You never knew that it was the elder’s money that you 
were afraid you couldn’t pay back ? 

Mr. Cassel. I never even suspected it because Mr. Chaite was the 
person that had arranged all this. 

The Chairman. Mr. Chaite is your attorney ? 

Mr. Cassel. Mr. Chaite was not my attorney. 

The Chairman. He was the attorney for 

Mr. Cassel. Apparently for Mr. Michaux and for the church. 

Mr. Simon. He was also a former FHA attorney, wasn’t he ? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes. At the time he closed the first Mayfair Gardens 
setup Mr. Chaite was the closing attorney in that particular deal. 

Mr. Simon. Is that how you and the elder first got to know him ? 

Mr. Cassel. That is how I first got to know Mr. Chaite and I think 
Mr. Michaux, too. I don’t know about that. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Anderson. May we have the check back ? 

The Chairman. Our next witness will be Mr. Elder Lightfoot 
Michaux. 

Elder, will you be sworn ? 

Mr. Michaux. I affirm. 

The Chairman. You affirm. Do you solemnly swear 

Mr. Michaux. I solemnly affirm. 

The Chairman. You solemnly affirm the testimony you are about 
to give will be the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth, 
so help you God ? 

testimony of elder lightfoot michaux, MAYFAIR MANSIONS, 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. Michaux . Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Thank you, sir. Please be seated and give your 
name and address to the reporter. 

Mr. Michaux. My name is Elder Lightfoot Solomon Michaux, 
address, 1712 R Street NW., Washington, D. C. 
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The Chaibman. You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Michaux, I show you the application filed with 
the Federal Housing Administration for a section 608 mortgage on 
Mayfair Gardens, and ask you if that bears your signature? 

Mr. Machaux. It does, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You signed it? 

Mr. Michaux. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You were the president of Mayfair Gardens, were yon? 
Mr. Michaux. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. If you will look on the second page, it says that tho 
sponsors of the corporation are five people: Yourself, Mr. Cassel, Mr. 
Allen, Mr. Butcher, and a Mr. O’Hare, is it ? 

Mr. Michaux. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Does it also say that each of them is to put up $25,000 
in land and $7,000 in cash ? 

Mr. Michaux. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Was it ever intended that Mr. Allen or Mr. Butcher 
were to put up anything in land or cash ? 

Mr. Michaux. Wellj Mr. Cassel, in stating that Mr. O’Hare— 
Mr. Simon. I am talking about Mr. 

Mr. Michaux. I am coming to that. I have the agreement here 
concerning the $25,000. 

Mr. Simon. Was it ever intended that Allen or Butcher were to put 
up anything in land or money ? 

Mr. Michaux. Mr. Stone, Paul Stone, who put up the $150,000 

Mr. Simon. I understand. My question is whether Butcher or 
Allen were to put up anything. 

Mr. Michaux. They were to put up. They became responsible for 
$25,000. 

Mr. Simon. Was it ever intended that Allen or Butcher were to put 
up $25,000 in land or $7,000 in cash ? 

Mr. Michaux. If I can make this statement, I think I can clear it 

up. 

Mr. Simon. I would like to know about those 2 people ; not the other 

3 . 

Mr. Michaux. All I know is this, regarding Mr. Butcher and Mr. 
Allen, that whatever the agreement was, was arranged and made by 
them with Mr. Paul Stone. 

Mr. Simon. I am asking you. You were the president of the com- 
pany. Did either one of them ever put up a dime ? 

Mr. Michaux. May I read this in answer to it ? 

Mr. Simon. I would like if you would tell me whether Allen or 
Butcher 

Mr. Michaux. I do not know other than the statement here. 

Mr. Simon. Can you tell me whether Allen and Butcher ever put 
up a dime? 

Mr. Michaux. You are asking me a question which I can only 
answer whether they paid Mr. Stone back or not. 

They did not put it up that I know of. 

Mr. Simon. As far as you know they did not put up a dime ? 

Mr. Michaux. No. 

The Chairman. They did not get a dime out of it, either ? 

Mr. Michaux. No. 
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The Chairman. LeCs read the'Stone statement. 

Mr. Michaux. Mr. Cassel — this is an 11-year past affair and I have 
forgotten a good bit of the works pertaining to it. When we were 
talking yesterday, you said to me you had better go and freshen your 
mind. Thank you for your advice. 

The Chairman. I suggested that you ought to refresh your 
memory ? 

Mr. Michaux. That is right. I did. Thank you. 

I found, in the beginning, it was Mr. Paul Stone, Mr. Butcher, and 
Mr. Allen, myself, and Mr. Cassel, making five and the man who held 
the land, Mr. Knott. Each of those were to put up $25,000. 

Mr. Stone put up the money, or negotiated for the land, and after 
starting with the project, for some reason or other, he said he would 
not go through. Then Mr. O’Hare was brought in from New York 
to take the project over. 

The Chairman. Who brought Mr. O’Hare in ? 

Mr. Michaux. Mr. McNeil, whom I knew, said he knew a builder 
after Mr. Stone pulled out. 

The Chairman. Mr. McNeil? 

Mr. Michaux. Yes. 

The Chairman. Who was he ? 

Mr. Michaux. He was a lawyer for Mr. O’Hare. 

After Mr. Stone pulled out, he said he thought he could get a 
builder, he knew a builder in New York that was a church builder 
and ‘he ' thought he would be glad to take tliis job, so we had him come 
down and after talking to him. he agreed to take Mr. Stone’s place, 
by taking over the obligation oi getting the land and we in turn gave 
promisory notes. 

The Chairman. How much did Mr. Stone pay for the land ? 

Mr. Michaux. $150,000. 

The Chairman. Did he actually pay $150,000? 

Mr. Michaux. That is what this agreement said. 

The Chairman. The agreement may say that. Did he actually pay 
for it? 

Mr. Michaux. I feel sure he paid for it. 

The Chairman. You are going to show us the documentary proof ? 

Mr. Michaux. Beg pardon ? 

The Chairman. You are going to have documentary proof he paid 
for it? 

Mr. Michaux. He agreed and we gave him promisory notes obli- 
gating ourselves to pay him back. That is the way it came in, each 
promised $25,000. 

The Chairman. Did George Allen give him a promissory note for 
$25,000 ? 

Mr. Michaux. I think he did. 

The Chairman. May we see that contract ? 

Mr. Michaux. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Michaux, were you a close friend of Mr. McIntyre 
at the White House ? 

Mr. Michaux. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Is that Marvin McIntyre? 

Mr. Michaux. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. How long have you been close friends ? 

Mr. Michaux. A number of years I presume. 
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Mr. Simon. A* immberbf years priorto 1942? , ' *r 

Mr. Michaux. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did vou discuss this with him? 

Mr. Michaux. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Was it your idea to bring George Allen into this 
picture? 

Mr. Michaux. The way that happened, may I tell it? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. Michaux. Mr. Oassel, we had a showing of a project that we 
were going to build and Mr. Cassel came to that showing. I did not 
know Mr. Cassel, and someone said, “There is a good architect. He 
would be a good fellow to design these buildings.” Later I went to 
his office to talk to him about it, the pictures he had seen. 

Mr. Simon. You went to his office to talk to him about the pictures 
he saw at your place ? 

Mr. Michaux. That is right. 

..When I got there he showed me on the wall a project which he had 
planned to put on his farm. He got out the plans that we built May- 
fair by and said that — “Plere is a project I have been trying to get 
over,” he said, and he savs, “I have spent money getting these plans 
up and I haven’t been able to do a thing with them.” And he said, 
“If you can find someone who will sponsor this, I will give them so 
much of the stock, and I will pay you for your service.” 

Mr. Simon. How much was he going to pay you, $12,500 ? 

Mr. Michaux. $12,500. I went to New York and I had a friend 

The Chairman. He did agree to pay you $12,500 ? 

Mr. Michaux. That is right. 

The Chairman. You agreed to accept that? 

Mr. Michaux. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did he pay you the $12,500 ? 

Mr. IVIiCHAux. I only remember one payment, which I have a receipt 
for here. 

The Chairman. How much was that for? 

Mr. Michaux. I found this last night, $5,681. I don’t remember 
him paying any more. 

Mr. Simon. He produced here today a photostat copy of a cashier’s 
check on the Riggs Bank for that amount, and he has also testified 
that the Munsey Trust Co. paid you about $6,000 for his account. 
Do vou deny getting the $6,000? 

Mr. Mchaux. I do not remember it to be frank with you. I only 
received this. 

Mr. Simon. Is it your testimony that you did not get this $6,000 or 
merely that you don’t remember getting it? 

Mr. Michaux. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Simon. But you do not deny that you got it ? 

Mr. Michaux. I do not deny. I don’t remember it. 

Now when I went to New York, and I brought down Count DeBesa, 
he was a representative of Trujillo of Santo Domingo. He was a 
representative of Trujillo. 

Mr. Simon. A representative of Santo Domingo ? 

Mr. Michaux. No ; of the President of Santo Domingo, and they 
were investing money here. 

Mr. Simon. The Government of Santo Domingo? 

Mr. Michaux. No, Trujillo, himself. 
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Simon. He was the President of Santo Domingo? 
lilr. Michaux. Yes. 

jlr. Simon. This count was his representative in this country ? 

Mr. Michaux. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. How do you spell the count’s name ? 

Mr. Michaux. DeBesa, D-e-B-e-s-a. He was a friend of mine for 
several years and Mr. Cassel approached me about this. I thought 
maybe I might be able to get him interested in this. I brought him 
down to Mr. Cassel’s office. 

He went over the plans and took it back to New York, and went be- 
fore his lawyer, and his lawyer turned it down. 

Then Mr. Cassel told me that he had another party that he was 
negotiating with, that he thought would be able to get — to do the 
job and he was expecting him down but never anything developed 
from that and later I spoke to Mr. Butcher and Mr. Allen. 

The Chairman. You knew Mr. Butcher because you were broad- 
casting on his station at that time ? 

Mr. Michaux. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Was Mr. Allen also a friend of yours? 

Mr. Michaux. Yes, sir. He was a friend of mine back in the days 
when he was Commissioner. 

The Chairman. Commissioner of the District of Columbia ? 

Mr. Michaux. That is right. He would always, whenever we had 
a problem with anybody that was on the relief, he personally would 
look after it and from that we developed a friendship that was mutual, 
Mr. Simon. And you brought Butcher and Allen into this picture ? 
Mr. Michaux, I spoke to Mr. Butcher and Mr. Butcher spoke to 
Mr. Allen after we told them the desperate need for colored housing; 
that nothing was being done at that time, and that w^e were very 
anxious and we had plans, and in which he said, if you bring them 
over we will look them over and anything we can do to help you 
out we will be glad to do it. 

Mr. Simon. Ultimately, did FHA give you a commitment on this 
Mayfair Gardens ? Did the project go broke and there were $709,000 
worth of subcontractor’s bills ; is that right ? 

Mr. Michaux. That is correct, but here is what happened there. 
Mr. OHare, who was the contractor, who began to dig out — think 
they struck water and the expense went up so high they failed and 
after they failed, then the project was taken, or sold, and FHA bought 
it back. The Government bought it back. At that time it failed, Mr^ 
Henry J. Knott came into the picture and said he was backing Mr. 
O’Hare. He had to put up the money to Mr. Stone then. Mr. Stone 
first put up the money for the land, and then Mr. OHare, when he 
came in, he had to take his place. 

Mr. Simon. A second application was filed by Henry J. Knott for 
Mayfair Mansions as the mortgagor, and by the Reconstruction Fi- 
nance Corporation Mortgage Company as the mortgagee ; is that right? 
Mr. Michaux. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. There was a $2,800,000 mortgage given by the Govern- 
ment, that is, FHA-guaranteed mortgage and RFC made the mort- 
gage; is that right? 

Mr. Michaux. Yes. At first we could not get — we had gotten the 
jinit of the law and a law had to be passed by Congress which enabled 
mat amount to be increased. 
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Mi\ Simon. Yes, but in 1944, FHA gave you a commitment for 
f^.815,000? 

Mr. Miohaux. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And RFC made the mortgage? 

Mr. Michaux. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Were you helpful in getting RFC to make that mort- 
gage? 

Mr. Michaux. No; not unusually. I think it went through the 
re^lar channels. I do not believe there was pressure. 

Mr. Simon. Did you get any of your friends at the White House 
to get appointments at RFC for you ? 

Mr. Michaux. I do not think I went to RFC myself. I think Mr. 
O’Hare did that. He was the contractor. 

Mr. Simon. Did you help him in any way ? 

Mr. Michaux. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. That came later on the mortgage for the shopping 
center? 

Mr. Michaux. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. After this mortgage was issued, and the building was 
just about completed, did FHA increase the commitment $709,000? 

Mr. Micheaux. That was to pay off the subcontractors which had 
preferred stock into the project. 

Mr. Simon. And it was not required to finish the building, was it? 

Mr. Michaux. It was the loss of the subcontractor who cotkldn’t 
finish the building because he couldn’t get contracts at that price. 

Mr. Simon. Hadn’t the subcontractors already agreed to take pre- 
ferred stock for $708,000? 

Mr. Michaux. I think that was done with Mr. Knott. 

Mr. Simon. In spite of the fact the building was about finished, 
they increased the commitment so the preferred stock could be re- 
deemed ? 

Mr. Michaux. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. In connection with the redemption of the preferred 
stock, did Mr. Cassel have to get some papers signed by Mr. Powell? 

Mr. Michaux. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Simon. Were you here in the room this afternoon ? 

Mr. Michaux. Yes ; I was. 

Mr. Simon. You heard Mr. Cassel testify that he had to pay Mr. 
Powell $10,000 ? 

Mr. Michaux. I think his statement so far as I am concerned— 
because he told you part of that but not all of it. I never told him 
that he could go ahead and pay any $10,000. I didn’t know where 
he was going to get it from. I don’t remember him telling me about 
the $10,000. 

Mr. Simon. You do not remember that? 

Mr. Michaux. I don’t remember it. 

Mr. Simon. Again I must ask you, are you denying that he told 
you about it or merely saying you do not remember? 

Mr. Michaux. I do not remember. 

Mr. Simon. You do not remember? 

Mr. Michaux. Because if he had, it would not have been an agree- 
ment on my part. As he said, I heard him make the statement that I 
said I was a preacher and that is the way you do things and I couldn’t 
bother with it. 
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The Chairman. Did you make that statement to him ? 

5 ^. Michaux. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You do not deny that he told you he was going to pay 

$ 10 , 000 ? 

Mr. Michaux. I do not remember. 

Mr. Simon. You just say you do not remember? 

Mr. Michaux. I didn’t make the statement. 

Mr. Simon. You do not deny that he told you he was going to pay 

$ 10 , 000 ? 

Mr. Michaux. I do not remember that at all, about the $10,000. 

Mr. Simon. My question is, Do you deny that he told you he was 
paying Powell $10,000 ? 

Mr. Michaux. I deny that I told him to j)ay $10,000 if that is the 
way he had to do it, and I also say I do not remember anything about 
him telling me that he had to pay Powell $10,000. 

Mr. Simon. But you do not deny that he told you he was paying 
Powell $10,000, do you ? 

Mr. Michaux. Well, it is between two roads. I have no defense on 
it. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Simon. All you are willing to say is you do not remember his 
telling you ? 

Mr. Michaux. I do not remember him telling me, that is right, and 
now 

Mr. Simon. He says that money came out of the rent rolls, out of the 
rents that the tenants paid. 

Mr. Michaux. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. You were the president of the company, weren’t you? 

Mr. Michaux. Yes ; I was. 

Mr. Simon. If there had been $10,000 light on the rents you would 
know about it, wouldn’t you ? 

Mr. Michaux. No, sir. 

Mr. Cassel made no reports, even to FHA. We had a problem, what 
we thought and felt 

Mr. Simon. It was customary not to make reports to FHA? 

Mr. Michaux. They tried to get them. 

Mr. Simon. Generally the president of the company would know 
where $10,000 went. 

Mr. Michaux. Finally Mr. Cassel got the church and myself to sign 
an agreement where he would be executive vice president for 27 years. 
Mr. McGhee was to be the attorney, and secretary for 27 years. 

Mr. Simon. How long were you going to be president ? 

Mr. Michaux. Presi&nt for the same period of time. 

Mr. Simon. You were going to be president for 27 years? 

Mr. Michaux. For 27 years, but that was all. We never had one 
meeting on policy. Mr. Cassel was the cheese for all the rats. 

The Chairman. That is a pretty good expression. 

Mr. Michaux. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You were present? 

Mr. Michaux. Yes, but I knew no more than you do, only what he 
wanted to tell me, regarding the money. 

Mr. Simon. I can say unequivocally that Mr. Cassel never told me 
he was going to pay $10,000 to Mr. Powell. 

Mr. Michaux. I can say also that I do not remember. 

Mr. Simon. You just do not remember? 
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Mr. Michaitx. That is all. 

Mr. Simon. Wlien you went to get the money from KFC for the 
shopping center, did you go with him to RFC on that ? 

Mr. Michaux. No. Mr. Cassel went alone. As executive vice 
president he had all the money and all the transactions and all 
transfers. 

Mr. Simon. Did you arrange any appointments for him at RFC? 

Mr. Michaux. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you talk to any of your friends at the Wliite House 
about that money ? 

Mr. Michaux. No, sir, I did not. 

Mr. Simon. You never talked to any of them about borrowing money 
from the RFC? 

Mr. Michaux. Not the shopping center. Mr. Cassel arranged all 
that. 

Mi\ Simon. Did you ever talk to your friend at the White House 
about borrowing money from RFC for anything? 

Mr. Michaux. I spoke to Mr. McIntyre when we were in trouble 
and I think Mr. McIntyre spoke to RFC to help us any way they could. 
I remember that. 

Mr. Simon. Ultimately, the Mansions needed some money ; is that 
right. 

Mr. Michaux. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Chaite loaned some money ? 

Mr. Michaux. Yes. I think he did. 

Mr. Simon. Did you furnish him with the money for that loan? 

Mr. Michaux. Mr. Cassel 

Mr. Simon. Did you furnish 

Mr. Michaux. I am going to answer your question. 

Mr. Simon. I would be grateful if you would answer the question 
and make any explanation. 

Mr. Michaux. I do not know what was transferred. 

The Chairman. Did the money that Mr. Chaite loaned to Cassel— 
was it the money you gave to Mr. Chaite ? 

Mr. Michaux. Absolutely. 

The Chairman. That is the answer. 

Mr. Michaux. What happened, Mr. Cassel paid the church back 
nothing. 

Mr. Simon. Say that again. 

Mr. Michaux. Mr. Cassel and I bon^owed $100,000 from the church, 
which was to be paid back. The only thing we ever got from Mr. 
Cassel, he drew $10,000 a year. 

The Chairman. You keep talking about Mr. Cassel. This was a 
corporation and you were the president of it. 

Mr. Michaux. Yes. 

The Chairman. You owned, or the church owned, 60 percent of 
the stock, of which you are the head ; you owned 20 percent of the 
stock, Mr. Cassel, 20. 

Mr. Michaux. Yes; that is right. 

The Chairman. Now wKy do you keep referring to it as Mr. Cassel’s 
business ? 

Mr. Michaux. Because he was the corporation after he became 
executive vice president. 

The (hiATRMAN. He was what? 
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Mr: Michaux. He became the corporation after he became execu- 
tive vice president. 

Mr. Simon. You consider the executive vice president as a higher 
job than the president? 

Mi:. Michaux. He took that position. That is all I know. 

Mr. Simon. What do you consider the function of the president? 
Mr. Michaux In the agreement we had we had no function. 

Mr. Simon. No function as the president? 

Mr. Michaux. None. 

Mr. Simon. In any event, the church gave the cash to Mr. Chaite ? 
Mr. Michaux. That is right. 

Mi*. Simon. And Mr. Chaite loaned the cash to Mr. Cassel ? 

Mr. Michaux. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And he did not know it was the church’s money, did he? 
Mr. Michaux. I don’t know whether he did or not. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever tell him ? 

Mr. Michaux. No. I will tell you why. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever ask? 

The Chairman. Let’s get the reason why. 

Mr. Michaux. We had loaned Mr. Chaite money. We loaned him 
$15,000 to save Mayfair or the extension, which he was to pay back. 
I mean we loaned it to the corporation. He handled all the money 
and, therefore, he was to pay us back on certain terms. He never paid 
back the first nickel and so then the project began to get into difficul- 
ties, where they were paying nobody. They paid no income tax, they 
paid no withholding tax, they paid— moneys that was withheld from 
the people that were working there, they took that money and some- 
how got it mixed up. They never paid that, and 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Michaux, to make this clear when you say Mr. 
Cassel got this money, you do not mean he took it personally ? 

Mr. Michaux. No. I mean he handled it. 

Mr. Simon. It went into the building corporation, is that right? 
Mr. Michaux. I don’t know where it went. I know he handled it. 

Mr. Simon. The money he borrowed went to Mayfair Mansions, 
didn’t it? .7 > 

Mr. Michaux. Which money? 

Mr. Simon. The money that Mr. Cassel borrowed that you said 
he did not pay back. 

Mr. Michaux. Yes, because each time we loaned it to him, it was 
to'tdke up delinquent payments in New Jersey. 

The Chairman. Why would you loan money to Mr. Cassel who 
turned around and gave it to the corporation ? 

Mr. Michaux. The corporation 

The Chairman. Why didn’t you loan the money directly to the 
®°^Poration and why didn’t the church loan the money directly? 

Mr. Michaux. Because we figured Mr. Cassel was trying to re- 
finance^ with Mr. McGhee, the project, so that they could pay off all 
obligations and the only way we could be sure of being in the picture 
When the loan was made was that we not be the lendei-s of the money, 
tnim we gave the money to Mr. Chaite. 

Mr. Simon. You did not want Cassel to know you were the lender? 
Mr. Michaux. Not at all. 
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Mr. Miohaux. No, because of the fact we felt if we had loaned him 
money and he did not pay any attention to it. 

Mr. Simon. The previous loans weren’t to Cassel. They were to 
Mayfair Mansions, isn’t that right? 

Mr. Michaux. Which ones are they? 

Mr. Simon. If I understand your testimony correctly, you say the 
church loaned some money to Cassel which he did not pay back? 

Mr. Michaux. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Those loans were not made to Cassel but were made to 
Mayfair Mansions, is that right? 

Mr. Michaux. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. So that when you talk about not wanting to loan him 
any more money because he hadn’t paid the first loans back, what you 
mean is that Mayfair Mansions had not paid back the money it had 
borrowed. Isn’t that right? 

Mr. Michaux. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. In any event you did not want Mr. Cassel to know where 
the money was coming from, so you gave it to Mr. Chaite and you 
had him make the loan ? 

Mr. Michaux. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. After the loan came due, there wasn’t any money to 
pay it, is that right ? 

Mr. Michaux. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And so ultimately, you made a deal to buy Cassel’s 
stock ? 

Mr. Michaux. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Or he offered to sell it to you ? 

Mr. Michaux. Yes. Here is what he did : Mr. Cassel had made 
promise to the church that they were going to be able to refinance 
the project and take care of all the delinquents and all the bad biUs, 
and on those grounds, we gave the money to Mr. Chaite whenever 
he needed it to keep foreclosure off^ 

Mr. Simon. Do you have a record of how much money you gave 
Mr. Chaite to make these loans ? 

Mr. Michaux. About $102,000. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have the dates on which you gave it to him ? 

Mr. Michaux. I know it was all under one heading when we made 
the agreement with him to—the management was so bad that we 
asked Mr. Chaite to take over the management. 

Mr. Simon. I would like to get, if you would, Mr. Michaux, the 
amount of money you gave to Chaite to loan to Cassel, and when you 
gave it to him. 

Mr. Michaux. I do not have the exact dates here. The total amount 
which Mr. Cassel agreed to sign for is one hundred — ^$89,972.50. 

Mr. Simon. Is that loaned all at one time ? 

Mr. Michaux. No, different times and $23,000 total. 

Mr. Simon. Can you give us the times when the — when was the 
$23,000 loaned? 

Mr. Michaux. That was the last loan we made. 

Mr. Simon. Wlien was that ? 

Mr. Michaux. It doesn’t show any date on here, but that was 
the last loan we made him just before this agreement. 

Mr. Simon. At one time you gave Chaite $45,000, didn’t you ? 

Mr. Michaux. Yes. 
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jfr. Simon. Wliat is the date of that? 

MrcHATJX. I had that yesterday, but I do not have it today 

^ith me. 

Simon. You had a piece of paper yesterday in which Chaite 
said, “I acknowldege receipt of $45,000.” 

Mr. Michaux. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What was the date of that ? 

Mr. Michaux. I do not remember that date. I have that paper 
tJiough. 

The Chaikman. You did loan him $45,000 at one time ? 

Mr. Michaux. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. That was for the purpose of his loaning the money to 
Cassel? 

Mr. Michaux. No ; for Cassel to pay otf the two deferred payments 
that were behind. 

The Chairman. You were first going to loan it to Cassel. He in 
turn was going to turn it over to the Mansions and the Mansions was 
to pay off these two notes ? 

Mr. Michaux. That is right. 

The Chairman. Why didn’t the church loan the money direct? 

Mr. Michaux. We were trying to build up our equity so that when — 
because Mr. Cassel 

The Chairman. Did you authorize Mr. Chaite to take a mortgage, 
or to take Mr. CassePs farm in as collateral security? 

Mr. Michaux. I think that was up before, long before. 

The Chairman. Did you authorize that? 

Mr. Michaux. No. I thinlc he gave that to Mr. Deal. 

The Chairman. He gave it to Mr. Chaite. Did you tell Mr. Chaite 
to secure that mortgage ? 

Mr. Michaux. No. I thought Mr. Chaite was like all lawyers, he 
would get all the security he could get. We were very vague on the 
arrangements other than advice from the lawyer. Mr. Chaite was 
very, or seemed to have been, very lenient with Mr. Cassel, because 
he was trying every way he could to try himself to get a loan, and 
clear up the whole thing. 

The Chairman. Referring to Mr. Cassel, you mean the Mansion, 
didn’t you? j , 

Mr. Michaux. We just knew him as Cassel. 

The Chairman. He was the vice president, owned 20 percent, you 
owned 20, the church 60, and you were helpless ? 

Mr. Michaux. Yes. 

The Chairman. J ust as helpless as a baby. 

Mr. Michaux. That is right. Of course, we had a voting agree- 
ment that all three of the stockholders would have to agree on any- 
thing. 

The Chairman. Then you owning 20 and the church 60, you could 
have done anything you wanted to. 
i^lr. Michaux. Not with the agreement we had. 

The Chairman. You just said the agreement said all’ three of you 
had to agree. That means all you had to do was disagi^ee and you 
•could have had anything you wanted. 

Mr. Michaux. We never disagreed because we were too glad 

The Chairman. You what? 

50600— 54-^pt 4 37 
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Mr. Michaux. We never disagreed because we were too glad to have 
him run the project. 

The Chairman. You were glad to have him run it ? I thought you 
were complaining about it. 

Mr. Michaux. I am not complaining but about one thing, and that 
is the bills he piled up, $ 300 , 000 . 

Mr. Simon. Did you know that Cassel had to put up his farm as 
collateral for that last loan from Chaite ? 

Mr. Michaux. Nobody ever thought of taking his farm, I don’t 
think. 

Mr. Simon. That was not my question. Did you know that he had 
to put up his farm as collateral for the last loan from Chaite? 

Mr. Michaux. I think I knew he had a farm. 

Mr. Simon. You knew that? 

Mr. Michaux. Yes, sir. Of course. 

Mr. Simon. He borrowed money which was the church’s money? 

Mr. Michaux. Who, borrowed it? 

Mr. Simon. Cassel. 

Mr. Michaux. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. He borrowed money which was the church’s money. 

Mr. Michaux. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. He turned that money over to a company in which you 
and the church owned 80 percent of the stock ? 

Mr. Michaux. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. So at least 80 percent of the loan was to go for the 
church’s benefit and your beneht, is that right? 

Mr. Michaux. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And yet he had to put up his farm as collateral for the 
loan ; is that right ? , 

Mr. Michaux. He didn’t have to do it. 

Mr. Simon. At least he did, didn't he? 

Mr. Michaux. He did. 

Mr. Simon. And he never knew until today that it was the church’s 
money tliat he had borrowed ? 

Mr. Michaux. He tried everywhere else to get it and we had to lend 
it. 

Mr. Simon. But he did not know it was the church’s money, did he? 

Mr. Michaux. If he had, we would have never gotten it. 

Mr. Simon. He didn’t know, did he ? 

Mr. Michaux. No, indeed. 

Mr. Simon. As of today you own 20 percent of the stock in this 
building; is that right? 

Mr. Michaux. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. How much have you paid for that 20 percent? 

Mr, Michaux. Well, I am a strawman. The church owns it all. 

Mr. Simon. What is the church’s investment in the building in cash? 

Mr. Michaux. Well, so far as investment that they put in, I put in 
10 years of work and we haven’t had a dime. 

The Chairman. In dollars they haven’t put in anything, have they? 

Mr. Michaux. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. How much has the church put in in dollars ? 

Mr. Michaux. We put in $100,000 to start with. ? 

Mr. Simon. You got $49,000 of that back? 

Mr. Michaux. No; thirty-thousand-dollars-some back. 
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]Hx. Simon. $70,000 there. How much else did the church put in in 

! jfr. Miciiaux. We put up the $100,000 when we bought from Knott, 
llr. Sdvion. You bought that back, didn’t you ? 

Mr. Michaux, No; we became responsible. We borrowed that 
jiioney and paid ourselves back through the church properties, up to 
the $250,000. 

Mr. Simon. The $250,000 you got paid back ? 

Mr. Michaux. Which one ? 

Mr. SoiON. The $250,000 ? 

Mr. Michaux. No. The church borrowed that, and paid them- 
seires back. 

Mr. SiatoN. I want to know how much money the church has put 
in here that has not been paid back. 

Mr. Michaux. That $100,000 has been paid back and the $70,000 
has not been paid back. 

r. Simon. You say no part of that $170,000 has not been paid 


Mr. Michaux. I do not call it paid back when we are responsible for 
the mortgage. 

We borrowed the money ourselves and put it up. 

Mr. Simon. You are talking about the W^alker & Dunlop mort- 

\m‘ 

Mr. Michaux, Yes, 

Ml’. Simon. Forgetting the Walker & Dunlop mortgages, you are 
not personally liable for that ; are you ? 

Mr. Miciiaux, Yes, indeed. 

Mr. Simon. Only the corporation is liable for it ? 

Mr. Michaux. No, sir. The church is liable for it. 

Mr. Simon. It is just about paid off anyway ; isn’t it ? 

Mr. Michaux. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. How much is left ? 

Mr. Michaux. I do not know exactly but I know it has gone in 
tore about 2 years. ® 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Walker tells us it is just about paid off. 

Mr. Miciiaux. It is a long ways yet. It is 3 years yet to pay it. 

note, but he gets all the net income from 
1 . spply on the note ; is that right ? 

Mr. Miciiaux. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. His testimony here is that the net income has-been 
feent so that it is practically paid off. 

Mr. Michaux. No, sir. I wish it was. 

Mr. Simon. Without disputing whether you are right or Mr. Wal- 
IS right, apart from the $250,000 loan to Walker & Dunlop, is 
money — the $250,000 loan from Walker & Dunlop, which 

?5 is there any money the church has 

lavanced for this building which has not been paid back? 

u ^tniiAux. For Mayfair Mansions? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

never got a dime. That is why we stopped 
wding direct to the Mansions. 

Simon. Anything else ? 

fonfi S'?*" l&iott, 2 notes of $7,000 that we gave Mr. 

A believe, which the church never received back. 
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The Chairman, Is that supposed to be paid back? 

Mr. Michaux. $3,500 of it. 

The Chairman. Mr. Khott is a very responsible person. 

Mr. Michaux. Mr. Cassel to pay it back. We put it up for Mr, 
Cassel, $3,500 for him. 

The Chairman. For Cassel. He owns 25 percent, you own 80 per- 
cent, and everything goes up for him. 

Mr. Simon. You got a $15,000 one and a $7,000. That is $22,000. 
Did you ever pay out any other money you did not get paid ba(i? 

Mr. Michaux. I did not understand the question. 

Mr. Simon. You just said you paid out $15,000 and $7,000 that was 
not repaid. That is $22,000. 

Mr. Michaux. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Have you ever paid out any other money out of this 
building that has not been repaid ? 

Mr. Michaux. I do not remember. All I know is every time I — . 

Mr. Simon. All you remember today is $22,000 ? 

Mr. Michaux. $22,000 and $170,000. 

Mr. Simon. The $170,000 was paid back out of the Walker & Dun- 
lop loan, wasn’t it ? 

Mr, Michaux. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. It has not been ? 

Mr. Michaux. We are responsiblie for the loan I am trying to say. 

Mr. Simon. But you have gotten the money back out of the pro- 
ceeds of that loan, didn’t you ? 

Mr. Michaux. Got the money back ? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. Michaux. We don’t consider we have it back. We consider 
we still owe it, 

Mr. Simon. Let’s assume for the moment that you did get it back 
out of the Walker Dunlop loan. 

Mr. Michaux. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Walker & Dunlop actually paid you the $170,000, didnt 
they ? 

Mr. Michaux. No. They paid this amount that was in this loan, 

$ 102 , 000 . 

Mr. Simon. What happened to the $102,000 ? 

Mr. Michaux. The church took it back. 

Mi;, Simon. The church got it ? 

Mr. Michaux. Yes. ^ 

Mr. Simon. Can you remember anything other than the 
that the church has paid out that has not been repaid? 

Mr. Michaux. Yes. I will tell you what we have paid back. vVe 
have paid out $40,000, $15,000 or $20,000 in taxes, as near as I can 
remember. 

Mr. Simon. That has never been repaid ? 

Mr. Michaux. We had to take care of it after we took it over. 

Mr. Simon. Have you.ever been repai d that money ? . , \i. 

Mr. Michaux. No. Mr. Cassel was out of it then. st- 

Mr. Simon. Have you ever been repaid the money ? , . ; I 

Mr. Michaux. From which? <., .)!/. 

, Mr. Simon. You just said you paid $40,000 for taxes. ir ( 

Mr. Michaux. No. . That was on Extensions. I don’t think wenave 

it out of it. 
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Mi*. Simon. On the Mayfair Extensions ? 

Mr. Michaux. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. I am talkin^y about Mayfair Mansions now. 

Mr. Michaux. I see. So far as we were concerned it all was so 
' mixed up. 

Mr. Simon. Can you think of anything other than the $22,000? 

Mr. Michaux. That is all I can remember off the record. 

Mr. Simon. And the church now owns this property ? 

Mr. Michaux. We hope to own it when it is paid for. 

Mr. Simon. Its present replacement value is about $5 million? 

Mr. Michaux. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know. 

Wlio voted the church’s activity here ? Is there a board of directors 
that voted to loan this money and bu}’- this stock ? 

Mr. Michaux. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. MHio are the members of the board of directors ? 

Mr. Michaux. There are several. 

Mr. Simon. Who are they ? 

Mr. Michaitx. One is Mr. Vonroy. 

Mr. Simon. MHiat is his first name? 

Mr. Michaux. Charles Vonroy. 

Mr. Simon. Who are the others ? 

Mr. Michaux. Myself is one, Howard W. Poole is one. 

Mr. Simon. R W. Poole ? 

Mr, Michaux. Howard W. Poole. 

Mr. Simon. That is three. 

Mr. Michaux. Lewis Michaux. 

Mr. Simon. Lewis Michaux ? 

Mr. Michaux, Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Is he your brother ? 

X4*r. . J? * TV * is my brother. I think he is a director of the 

Mavtair Mansions. I would rather give you that from the record. 

Mr. Simon. Don’t you know who the directors of the church are ? 

Mr. Michaux. Of the church ? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. Michaux. That is Mayfair you are talking about. 

Mr Simon. No; I am talking about the church, as to who voted to 
and make these deals. 

Mr. Michaux. We borrowed the money from the church. 

Mr, Simon . Who acted for the church ? 

Mr. Michaux. The directors. 

Mr. Simon. Wlio are the church directors? 

Mr. Michau^ Cliarles Vonroy, Howard W. Poole, Elder Michaux. 
Mr. Simon. That is three. 

Mr. Michau.^ Yes, and Mary, my wife, is a director. 

Mr. Simon. That is four. 

Mr. Michaux. And Mr. McBride. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. McBride. 

Mr. Michaux. Five. 

What is his first name? 

Mr. Michaux. Harvey McBride. 

Mr. Simon . That is five. 

Mr. Michaux. That is all. 
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Mr. Simon. Are there just five members of the board of the churclil 

Mr. Michaux. Seven, I think. 

Mr. Simon. Wlio are the other two ? 

Mr. Michaux. WehaveVonroy — ^thereisJenneyB. Harris. 

Mr. Simon. Who? 

Mr. Michaux. Mr. McCrary, I think. 

Mr. Simon. Who is the other one ? 

Mr. Michaux. The other one is — there is one that has been excused 
and has not been reported yet. 

Mr. Simon. Actually, elder, aren’t you the church ? 

Mr. Michaux. No, indeed. Christ is the Church. 

Mr. Simon. I understand that. 

Mr. Michaux. No ; you do not understand if you ask me if I am 
the church. 

Mr. Simon. Don’t you run this particular church ? 

Mr. Michaux. Kun it how ? 

Mr. Simon. Its financial affairs? 

Mr. Michaux. I am a director, but not the only one. 

Mr. Simon. Don’t you control these financial affairs all by yourself t 

Mr. Michaux. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You say this board did all that? 

Mr. Michaux. The board has to be notified of everything that is 
done, an i we do it through the board. 

Mr. Simon. And did the board vote on all these things? 

Mr. Michaux. They vote on everything. 

Mr. Simon. Does the board keep minutes of its meetings ? 

Mr. Michaux. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do the minutes of the board meetings reflect all thesfl 
loans ? 

Mr. Michaux. I am quite sure it does. 

Mr. Simon. Could you make those board minutes available to us? 

Mr. Mtchaux. I think so, Mr. Chaite ought to have them. He is the 
lawyer, I think he has all those. 

The Chairman. We will get Mr. Chaite — will you please 

Mr. Michaux. There is one more statement I want to make. I 
want to say this to you, in reference to Mr. Cassel and our negotiations j 
with him, we were glad for Mr. Cassel to operate and make this thing ! 
a success. 

The Chairman. A what? 

Mr. Michaux. Make it a success. We never bothered him in any of 
the management until we were threatened with foreclosure. 

The Chairman. Until what? 

Mr. Michaux. Until it was threatened by a trust company of New 
Jersey with foreclosure. We left everything in his hands. It seems 
strange, but being a nreacher I was glad for him to do it. 

The Chairman. You are sort of a Dr. Jekyll and Mr. Hyde. In 
one breath you praise him and-^^ — 

Mr. Mich.aux. I am not praising him at all now. 

The Chairman. I beg your pardon ? 

Mr. Michaux. We never bothered him until it came to the plw® 
where he and Mr. McGhee were trying Metropolitan Insurance to. 
and tried several other private loan organizations, and then he came 
with a proposition. We got all of this record. He himself made the 
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proposition to sell it. We never made a proposition to sell it. He 
came with a proposition where he could get $400,000 for our equity, and 
payoff about $300,000, which left $31,000 for him and $31,000 for me 
and a fixed sum for the church. It was taken up by the church when 
he offered the sale and they decided, well, we have struggled thus far 
I I with this thing, and it is the only colored project that has ever been 
of tliis size, operated by colored. It is a shame to let it go. We asked 
Mr. Cassel, will he take what he says he will get. First he didn’t tell 
us who the parties were to sell it to. He said he didn’t know. That 
destroyed our confidence. He said he did not know who it was that was 
going to buy it. Then Mr. McGhee, he said, had a party that 
wanted to buy it. He didn’t know. Later, a fellow who Mr. McGhee 
was a lawyer for was going to take .it over. We then asked Mr. Cas- 
sel— I have the letter where he wrote, saying this is the only thing to 
do, for us to sell this project so we can get something out of it, and 
when he said that, then I took it up with the board of the church and 
they agreed to pay him the part that he would get out of it. That 
was the way the deal was made, no pressure on him. All we were try- 
ing to do was keep our money intact. That was all, and he wrote the 
letter, he made the proposition, we put in a fee for Mr. McGhee of 
$10,000 and we paid that, the lawyer’s fee. 

We paid him $31,000 as the portion which he said he would get, and 
I would get, and the contract called for this to be done, any time any 
one of the corporate members of the corporation wanted "to sell out 
they would have to give the parties that were interested the first chance 
for 6 months. That is the way it was done. Mr. Cassel liad 4 apart- 
ments out there at Mayfair for him and his wife, 4, a whole suite. He 
drew $10,000 a year, 5 from Extension and 5 from Mayfair, and when 
I went around these gentlemen said I went down to Newport and 
spoke for them. 

I went to the Industrial Bank in Washington, where the church has 
a credit, to borrow the money, and he said “No,” we do not want his 
name in the bank. 

The Chairman. When you were doing all that, weren’t you doing 
60 percent for the church and 20 percent for yourself ? 

Mr. Micitatjx. We did it for him as welk 

The Chairman. He had 20 and the church 60. You were working 
for yourself and the church, too ; weren’t you ? 

Mr. Michaux. Absolutely. I was saying it got so bad people were 
working out there took our name as bad faith. It got so bad we could 
not get any insurance. We had to stop Mr. Cassel. Or we wouldn’t 
have had a project. 

Tile Chairman. There is one thing we cannot quite understand, is 
Way instead of the church loaning money direct to the project itself, 
that you loaned the money to Mr. Chaite, who, in turn, would loan it 
to Mr. Cassel, and Mr. Cassel then would loan it to the project, un- 
Doknown to Mr. Cassel that the money was coming from you ? 

Michaux. I gave you the reason for that. 

Chairman. You end up with stock and $28,500. 

Mr. Michaux. No; $30,000 or $40,000. That was his own offer, 
the Chairman. I see. 

Mr. Michaux. Don’t forget that. That was llis offer, not ours. We 
never made him any offer. 
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The Chairman. Thank you very much. Do you want to stay rigU 
there, and we will call Mr. Cliaite, please. Thank you. Elder, \ 
much. j 

Mr. Chaite, will you come forward, please ? 

We may have some questions of you and Mr. Chaite. All we want 
are the facts. 

Mr. Michaux. That is all we want to give you. If w^e didn’t do 
what we did, we wouldn’t have a project. 

The Chairman. Mr. Chaite, will you be sworn ? Do you solemnly 
swear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

TESTIMONY OF ARTHUR M. CHAITE, MAYFAIR MANSIONS, 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. Chaite. Yes. 

The Chairman. Your name and address, please. 

Mr. Chaite. Arthur M. Chaite, 1523 L Street NW. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Chaite, you were with the FHA during what period 
of time ? 

Mr. Chaite. 1936 to 1946. 

Mr. Simon. 1936 to 1946 ? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. You opened a law office here after you left the Federal 
Housing Administration ? 

Mr. Chaite. Eight. 

Mr. Simon. Did the Gospel Spreading Association provide you 
with some money to loan to Albert Cassel f 

Mr. Chaite. Ves, sir. 

Mr. Simon. When and how much ? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know the exact amounts. They were various 
sums. 

Mr. Simon. Did you keep any records ? 

Mr. Chaite. I kept a special account for the Mayfair Mansions 
transactions. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have that with you ? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Where is it? 

Mr. Chaite. In your possession. 

Mr. Simon. Does it show how much money you got from them and 
how much you loaned them? 

'Mr. Chaite. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know what it shows ? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir, except I know the final amount at the final 

closing was about one-hundred-and-sixty-six-thousand-some-odd 
dollars. 

Mr. Simon. Did you loan Cassel $40,000, taking his note for it? 

Mr. Chaite. Well, I loaned the money to Mayfair Mansions. 

Mr. Simon. You loaned him $40,000? 

Mr. Chaite. I loaned the' money to Mayfair Mansions. 

Mr. Simon. Not to Cassell ? 

Mr. Chaite. Not to Cassel. 

Mr. Simon. Are you absolutely sure of that? 

Mr. Chaite. I am certain of that, yes. 
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It[r. Simon. On Saturday you were interviewed in executive ses- 
sion, is that right? 

Mr. CiiAiTE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Were you asked these questions and did you make 
these answers : 

Question. Did you ever loan $10,000 to Cas.sell for 2 or 3 years before the 
J40,000 loan ? 

Mr. CHAim I don't know, Mr, Simon. I will have to check my records. 
Question. It is customary for you to make these loans to people? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir. 

Question Would you remember whether you had ever made a $10,000 loan to 
Mr. Cassel ? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t make any loans — I didn't make any loans to Mr. Cassel. 
I acted as an attorney for the Gospel Spreading Association in making those 
advances to keep the project going. 

Then skipping a space, you were asked, you said : “Did I loan him 
money personally ? No, I acted as agent for someone else.” 

Question. As an agent for someone else. How many times did you loan money 
to Cassel? 

Mr. Chaite. I would say 2 or 3 times. 

Que.stion. Was one $40,000 ; is that right? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes. 

Question. What were the other 1 or 2 times? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know. 

Question. Do you know the amounts? 

Mr. Chaite. No ; not offhand. 

Question. In every ca.se was it Gospel Church? 

Mr. Chaite. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Simon. As far as you know, Cassel did not know whose money it was 
you were loaning him ; is that right? 

Mr. Chaite. As far as I know, I don’t know what Mr. Cassell knew about it. 

Were you asked those questions and did you give those answers ? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Simon. And didn’t you say then on Saturday that you had 
loaned money to Cassel ? 

Mr. Chaite. Well, Mr. Cassel acting as executive vice president of 
Mayfair Mansions in his relationship with me was Mayfair Mansions. 
Mr. Simon, were you representing? 

Mr. Chaite. Gospel Spreading Association. 

Mr. Simon. Really? You weren’t representing Mayfair Mansions? 
Mr. Chaite. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. On Saturday, didn’t you tell us that you were the 
attorney for Mayfair Mansions? 

Mr. Chaite. At what time ? 

Mr. Simon. At any time. 

Mr. Chaite. I am acting as an attorney for Mayfair Mansions now 
and have been for since 1951. 

Mr. Simon. Who were you representing at the time of these loans? 
Mr. Chaite. Gospel Spreading Association. 

Mr. Simon. You didn’t think you were representing Mr. Michaux? 
Mr. Chaite. In his capacity as president of Gospel Spreading 
Association, yes. ^ ^ ^ 

Mr. Simon. When Mr. Cassel came to you, did you tell him who 
your cl i out was? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Is it customary for you to deal with people without 
telling them who your client is ? 
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Mr. CHAirE. There is no need to disclose my clients to people. 

Mr. Simon. You say that you were acting only as an attorney for 
tlie church ? 

Mr. CHArrE. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. The church owned 60 percent of the stock in tliis 
company ? 

Mr. Chaite. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You knew that? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You know tlie ditference between loaning money to a 
corporation and loaning it to an individual, don’t you ? 

Mr. Chaite. No. 

Mr. Simon. Is it the same thing to you ? 

Mr. Chaite. A loan is a loan. 

Mr. Simon. Regardless of whether it is to a corporation or an 
individual ? 

Mr. Chaite. Wliat do you mean by that question ? 

Mr. Simon. Exactly what I asked. 

Mr. Chaite. I don't understand it. 

Mr. Simon. Don’t you think there is any difference between a loan 
to an individual and a loan to a corporation ? 

Mr. Chaite. In what respect, Mr. Counsel? Do you mean tlie 
evidence of indebtedness received from either one of the parties? 

Mr. Simon. In one case Cassel would have to pay the loan back 
and in the other case he wouldn’t ; is that right ? 

Mr. Chaite. You mean personally? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. Chaite. I would concede to that ; yes. 

Mr, Simon. But other than that you still say you didn’t see any 
difference between loaning the money to Cassel and loaning it to May- 
fair Mansions? 

Mr. Chaite. Are you waiting for an answer from me? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. Chaite. I am sorry. I didn’t remember the question. 

Mr. Simon. Don’t you think there is any difference between making 
a loan to Cassel and making a loan to Mayfair Mansions ? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Let me ask you, did Cassel put the money in the 
Mayfair Mansions? 

Mr. Chaite. Oh, yes. 

The Chairman. You loaned the money to him as an individual, 
he in turn put it in the Mansions, which was owned 60 percent by 
the church and 20 percent by the gentleman sitting to your right. 

Mr. Chaite. Senator, I loaned the money to Mayfair Mansions via 
Mr. Albert Cassel. 

The Chairman. Via him? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What do you mean by that? 

Mr. Chaite. He came for the money and he made the request 
for it. 

Mr. Simon. Whose note did you take? 

Mr. Chaite, Mayfair Mansions. 

Mr. Simon. You say you don’t think there is any difference between 
a note by Cassel and a note by Mayfair Mansions ? 
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jlr. CiiAii'E. Certainly there is a difference. 

The Chairman. If you took Mayfair Mansions’ note why did you 
have Cassel give you his farm as collateral against Mayfair Mansions’ 

note? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know why. 

The Chairman. But you did? 

Mr. C lAiTE. I have it; yes. I had it. 

The Chairman. You did take his farm as collateral ? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes. 

The C hairman. Why did you do that? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know why. 

Mr. Simon. And you knew 

Mr. Chaite. It was part of the transaction. 

Mr. Simon. You knew when you took his faiTU as collateral you 
knew he owned only 20 percent of the stock of Mayfair Mansions ? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes. 

Mr, Simon. And the church and the elder owned 80 percent of the 
stock ? 

Mr. (hiAiTE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The money was going back virtually to the same place 
it came from. The money came from the church and it was going oack 
to the corporation they owned 80 percent of it. 

Mr. Chaite. Tliat is not where it came from. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t the money come from the church ? 

Mr. Chaite. It came from the church, and went to Mayfair 
Mansions. 

Mr. Simon. It was going back to Mayfair Mansions which they 
owned 60 percent of and the elder 20. 

Mr. Chaite. I don‘t think, Mr. Counsel, loaning money to a cor- 
poration means it is going back to it. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t the money go to the corporation? 

Mr. Chaite. It went to the corporation, but that is not going back 
to it, 

Mr. Simon. The money came from the church ? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And it went to a corporation w’hich the church and 
the elder owned 80 percent of the stock of ? 

Mr. Chaite. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And you knew that Cassel didn’t know where the 
money came from? 

Mr. Chaite. I didn’t say I knew that. I said I didn’t know what 
Mr. Cassel knew. 

The Chairman. You never told liim it came from the church, did 
you? 

Mr. Chaite. He never asked me, I never told him. 

Mr. Simon. As far as you know did anybody else ever tell him ? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know if they did. 

Mr. Simon. As far as you know did anybody else ever tell him ? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know. 

The Chairman. Why did you take his farm as collateral ? 

Mr. Chaite. Senator, you have asked me that question 3 or 4 times. 
The Chairman. Yes. I am very, very much interested in it. 

Mr. Chaite. I had no specific reason for taking it. 
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The Chairman. Here is a man that owned 20 percent of this cor- 
poration. You were representing people that owned 80 percent of it. 
You have taken collateral from a man that owned 20 percent of it. 
What were you trying to do ? 

Mr. Chaite. I was trying to do nothing except to protect the loan, 

Mr. Simon. The loan was to the Mansion. At least proceeds went 
to the Mansion. They didn't go to Mr. Cassel personally. 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir. 

The Chairman. He got no benefit out of it whatsoever, did he, 
excepting as he owned 20 ])ercent of the property ? 

Mr. Chaite. That is right. 

The Chairman. But your client owned 80 percent? 

Mr. Chaite. That is right. 

The Chairman. Yet you made him put up the farm as collateral. 

Mr. Chaite. I didn’t make him put up anything. 

The Chairman. He put it up. 

Mr. Chaite. That is riffht. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ask him to? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir. I never knew he had a farm. 

Mr. Simon. Did he just come in and say, “I wdll be glad to put my 
farm up” ? 

Mr. Chaite. I think he must have offered it as security. 

Mr. Simon. Did he, or did you ask him ? 

Mr. Chaite. I can’t remember the exact conversation. The answer 
is, I did have it. It was offered to me. I took it and accepted it, and 
I had it. 

The Chairman. The end result is that for $20,000 or $30,000 the 
elder and the church ended up owning the whole project and Mr. 
CaSrSell testified that he sold his stock in order to keep from losing 
his farm. 

Mr. Chaite. I heard Mr. Cassel say that and that may be an idea 
he had, but I am sure Mr. Cassel never worried about losing his farm. 

The Chairman. Why? 

Mr. Chaite. Because I assured him on many occasions that his 
farm would never be lost. 

The Chairman. Why did you take it in as collateral security if 
you didn’t intend to use it, or take over the farm if the note wasn’t 
paid? 

Mr. Chaite. There is no answer to your question why, Senator. 

Mr. Simon. This is very interesting. You say you assured him 
he would never lose his farm? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. I take it from that he was deeply concerned about 
losing the farm, is that right? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know if he was deeply concerned. It was per- 
haps something that was voluntarily made by myself when I told 
him, you need never worry about losing your farm. 

Mr. Simon. Did you tell him at that time that the church’s money 
was the money you loaned ? 

Mr. Ciiaite. I never told him whose money it was. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever offer to release the farm as security from 
the loan ? 

Mr. Chaite. I think it was released. 
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Mr. Simon. Before the loan was paid ? 

Mr. Chaite. I think so. 

Mr. SmoN. Do you have a written record of that ? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Because I see him shaking his head which means one 
of you isn’t telling the truth. 

Mr. Chaite. I am sorry 

Ml’. Simon. It would be an easy matter to check on the record. Do 
y that the farm was released from the loan before the loan was 

Chaite. My recollection is that at 1 or 2 occasions that farm 
was being released from the security of the mortgages. 

Mr. Simon. Are you able to say under oath that it was ? 

Mr. Chaite. I am not able to say anything except that that is my 
recollection. 

Mr. Simon. May I ask you this: What about the books? "Wliere 
are they ? 

Mr. Chaite. Wliat books ? 

Mr. Simon. The books for Mayfair Mansions prior to the time we 
are talking about. 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know where they are, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Simon. You represented Mayfair Mansions in acquiring the 
stock of Cassel? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir. I represented Gospel Spreading Association, 
Mr. Simon. And at that time they became the owner of the out- 
standing stock ? 

Mr. Chaite. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. As a lawyer were you concerned with their getting the 
books? 

Mr. Chaite. We asked on 1 or 2 occasions for the books. 

Mr. Simon. Who did you ask? 

Mr. Chaite. Mr. McGee, I think I asked Albert Cassel. 

Mr. Simon. Did he give you the books ? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Why did you go ahead and pay the money without get- 
ting the books ? . ^ 

Mr. Chaite. I didn’t pay any money. 

Mr. Simon. You permitted your client to, didn’t you? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes, sir, to buy the stock. 

Mr. Simon. Without getting the books ? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t you think those books were important ? 

Mr. Chaite. I would have loved to have had them, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Simon. Do you customarily buy a company without gettino- 
books? ^ 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t customarily buy conmanies. 

The Chairman. Let me say this: Mr. Cassel has testified either 
wday or in executive session, of coui’se, that the $10,000 he gave to 
Towell was put in the suspense account. We have been trying from 
you, Mr. Michaux, the elder here, and everybody concerned, to get the 

jooks to see if the $10,000 is in the suspense account, and we can’t 
and it. 

Mr. Chaite. I am sorry. Senator Capehart, I never saw 
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The Chairman. You never saw the books? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Going back to your memory, and hoping it is a little 
better today than it was on Saturday, can you tell me what you talked 
about in 1953 in the telephone calls that you had from Clyde Powell’s 
hotel ? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t remember talking with Mr. Powell at all on 
any of those calls that you asked me about. 

Mr. Simon. You still can’t remember any of them? 

Mr. Chaite. I still can’t. 

Mr. Simon. Are you prepared to say under oath that calls were 
never made ? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know about calls being made to me, sir. The 
only thing I can testify is about calls being received by me and con- 
versations taking place. 

Mr. Simon. I am talking about calls being received by you. I have 
a record of five calls made from Mr. Powell’s apartment to you in 
1953, and I ask you if the calls were made, to tell me what they were 
about. If they weren’t made, of course, you should deny them. 

Mr. Chaite. I know nothing about them, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You can’t remember? 

Mr. Chaite. Absolutely not. 

Mr. Simon. Are you prepared to say under oath that Powell did 
not call you five times from his hotel in 1953 ? 

Mr. Chaite. How could I say that under oath. I am not responsible 
for what he could do. 

Mr. Simon. Are you prepared to say that Powell didn’t once call 
you in 1953 and talk .to you over the telephone from his hotel room? 

Mr. Chaite. I am prepared to say right now that I have no idea, 
no recollection of any calls made to me in 1953 by Mr. Powell from 
his hotel room. 

Mr. Simon. The records of the Wardman Park Hotel^ show five 
telephone calls from Powell’s apartment to OLiver 2-8883, in the year 
1953, which were completed. Is that your telephone number? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Was it your telephone number throughout 1953? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do you deny that Clyde Powell called you five times 
during 1953 from his hotel room ? 

Mr. Chaite. I deny that I have any knowledge of any of those 
calls. 

The Chairman. Do you deny he called you once ? 

Mr. Chaite. I deny I have any knowledge of that. 

The Chairman. Same answer? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. In other words you are saying your memory is so poor 
that you can’t recall as you sit here today whether Clyde Powell ever 
called you in 1953 at OLiver 2-8883 ? 

Mr. Chaite. That is righh 

Mr. Simon. I’hat is your testimony ? 

Mr. Chaite. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You want that to stand? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Simon. We have a number of further questions to ask you about 
(he Woodner transaction. 

The Chairman. We will do that tomorrow. 

Mr. Chaite. Tomorrow ? 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Tomorrow at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. Chaite. Thank you, gentlemen. 

Mr. Simon. Here are your books. We would like to laiow if you 
can tell us about the moneys you got from the church and the moneys 
you loaned to Cassel and Mayfair Gardens. 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t deny any of the amounts that Mr. Cassel testi- 
fied to because he is right. 

Mr. Simon. We are asking you to tell us from your books how much 
cash you got from the church, and how much cash you loaned and who 
you loaned it to. 

Mr. Chaite. Right. 

The Chairman. If you will wait one minute, Elder, we would 
appreciate it. 

While the gentleman is looking up the records one of the members 
of our staff would like to ask you a question. 

Mr. Dinkins. Mr, Michaux, what is the present condition of busi- 
ness at Mayfair Mansions today ? 

Mr. Michaux. Since we took it over, the condition is 100 percent 
all right, but in the 4 years that Mr. Cassel managed it we went 
^00,000 in debt, but now Walker & Dunlop is managing it and it is 
meeting all its obligations and taking care of itself properly. 

Mr. Dinkins. Is it fully rented today ? 

Mr. Michaux. I guess we might have about 3 or 4 apartments va- 
cant, but now it is going along perfect now. 

Mr. Dinkins. It is a successful project today ? 

Mr. Michaux. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. It was well designed and well built? 

Mr. Michaux. Well built and well designed. 

The Chairman. Mr. Cassel, will you rise in your spot there ? Mr. 
Michaux here has testified that you, as the executive vice president 
of the Mayfair Mansions never returned any money or paid any money 
back to the Gospel Association. Is that true? You sent up to the 
chairman a document which shows that at least on one occasion you 
paid them how much money ? 

Mr. Cassel. $13,000. That is not true. The statement we never 
paid back any money is not true. 

The Chairman. You sent to the desk here a document in which it 
shows that at least one time you paid them $13,000. 

Mr. Cassel. That is right. 

The Chairman. You have paid back money? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes, sir. 

.^r. Simon. Mr. Cassel, where are the books of this company that 
^11 show this $10,000 item that you have talked about? 

Mr. Cassel. The books of Mayfair Mansions from the day it began 
Operations, July 31, 1945, should be in the rental office of Mayfair 
Mansions at 3819 J Street. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever take them out of there ? 

^r. Cassel. I never took a book out. We left the books in the safe, 
^hat is where we left them. 
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Mr. Simon. Were the books there when you sold your stock? 

Mr. Cassel. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did they ever ask you for the books at the time you sold 
your stock? 

Mr. Cassel. There was nothing to ask for except the legal records 
which Mr. McGee had, the stock records, and he turned them over. 

Mr. Simon. Were the books that showed the rental income in the 
office? 

Mr. Cassel. From the very beginning, in their office at 3819 J ; they 
were there when I left. 

Mr. Simon. You say those books show an item of $10,000 in a sus- 
pense account ? 

Mr. Cassel. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. It was never taken out of the suspense account? 

Mr. Cassel. Not that I know of. 

The Chairman. Mr. Michaux, are you the president of the corpora- 
tion ? 

Mr. Michaux. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Then we are ordering you to deliver to this com- 
mittee tomorrow, any time tomorrow, all the books of the Mansion and 
particularly the books — we want all the books, but we want you to 
show us the suspense account. 

Mr. Michaux. He hasn’t told you he occupies the office there, and 
without paying a dime, stays there right now, ever since. Nobody 
can get in there. You can’t even call. 

Mr. Cassel. Mr. Chairman-^ — 

The Chairman. One at a time. 

Mr. Cassel. Mr. Chairman, when they say “the office,” please un- 
derstand that none of Mayfair Mansions’ business was ever conducted 
from my architectural office which is 3922 Hays Street, none of it. 

The Chairman. Where was it conducted from ? 

Mr. Cassel. 3819 J Street, the address I gave you. We first began 
to operate at 2738 Hays Street in a storeroom ; on July 4, 1946, we 
moved into 3819 J Street and conducted all of Mayfair Mansions’ 
business there and that is where it is now, it has always been there. 
That is where the books are. 

The Chairman. Gentleman, all we want are the facts. 

Mr. Cassel. The proof of it is ask any auditor who made the 6- 
month audit where he audited the books. They were always audited 
at 3819 J Street where the records were. 

The Chairman. Mr. Michaux, you are the president. 

Mr. Michaux. If they are there I will bring them. That is all I 
can say. 

The Chairman. If they are not there 

Mr. Michaux. That is all I can say. 

The Chairman. Bring us the boofc then. 

Mr. Michaux. You have them, sir. I wish we could have gotten 
them long ago. 

The Chairman. I guess we are finished with you, Mr. Michaux. 
Mr. Chaite, if you will return, please. Yon may proceed, Mr. Counsel 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Chaite, I hold in my hand 6 canceled checks on 
the Liberty National Bank, each signed by you and apparently drawn 
on an account called Arthur M. Chaite, special, and each of these o 
checks is payable to the order of the Gospel Spreading Mission, or 
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I the Gospel Spreading Mission Trust Fund, or the Gospel Spreading 
Association. Those checks are for $930, $660, $1,362, $1,000, $5,000,. 
aDd $116,361, so it is a total of about $125,000. 

That I take it, represents the money you returned to the Gospel 
Spreading Association after the loans had been repaid; is that right? 
Mr. Chiate. That is right. 

lie Chairman. Who repaid the loans? Go ahead. 

Mr. Simon. That means you were repaid $125,000 by whoever you 
had loaned their money to ; is that right? 

Mr. Chaite. That is right. 

Ml’. Simon. I have two checks here drawn on the same bank account 
by you to the order of Mayfair Mansions for $13,000 and $23,000 or 
a total of $36,000. 

Who did you loan the other $90,000 to and where are the canceled 
checks for the other $90,000 ? 

Mr. Chaite. The check of $116,000 that you read off to me there was 
a reimbursement to Mayfair Mansions, to the Gospel Spreading, that 
is, for all the moneys that were due from the closing of the $250,000- 
loans in Walter & Dunlop. A complete breakdown of that $116,000 
is available. If you want to see it, I will be glad to get it and bring: 
it to you. 

Mr. Simon. No. What I would like is you told us you made 3 
loans to Cassel, 1 of which was for $40,000, 1 of which was for $10,000^ 
and vou couldn't remember the other. I would like to see the canceled 
checks on those three loans. 

Mr. CriAiTO. The only canceled checks that I have available for you 
to look at are those that I brought with me at your request. 

Mr. Simon. Ai’e you telling us now that the only’ two loans vou ever 
made to either Cassel or the Mavfair Mansions are for $1*3,000 and 
$23,000? ‘ ’ 

Mi. Chaite. No, I am not. I am just saying those are the only 
checks we have available to read from. 

Mr. Simon. Where are the other checks then ? 

Mr. Chaiitc. I don't know. 

Mr. Simon. Were they drawn on your account? 

Mr. Chaite. I imagine so. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat other account could they have been drawn on? 

Mr. (hiAiTE. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. You disbursed the money: didn’t you? 

Mr. CHAITE. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Where are the checks? 

Mr. Chaite. Those are the only checks that I have. 

Mr. Simon. Where are the other checks? 

Mr. Chaii'e. What other checks are you talking about? 

Mr. Simon. On the remaining funds of the Gospel that you loaned. 
Mr. C.HAn’E. I don’t know where the checks are if there are checks 
iiiose, are the only ones we have in the file right now. We looked 
Hiioiigh them, one of the members of your staff and myself and those 

relation to those transactions. 

Mr. Shvion. You said a moment ago if I heard you correctly, that 
mere \^re other loans that you made of the Gospel fund ; is that right ? 
Mr. Chaite. That is right. ^ 

Mr. Simon. Wliere are the checks representing the loans? 

Mr. CHAnT:. I don’t know. 
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Mr. Simon. Who does know ? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know if anybody knows. 

Mr. Simon. What did you do with them ? 

Mr. CHArrE. Nothing. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t the bank return tliem to you ? 

Mr. Chaite. They may have. 

Mi*. Simon. . Does your bank ever fail to return your canceled checks? 

Mr. Chaite. No. 

Mr. Simon. Tlien what did you do with them ? 

Mr. Chaite. I did nothing wnth them ; those are the only ones I 
could find, that a cursory examination we gave to the files yesterday, 
those are the only ones we could find. 

The Chairman. You will be back as a witness tomorrow. In the 
meantime, we will see if our stafP can find the check. 

Mr. Simon. Is it possible you never loaned the money, Mr. Cliaite? 

Mr. Chaite. I never loaned it? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. Is it possible that these 2 checks represent the only 
• 2 loans you ever made for the Gospel ? 

' Mr. Chaite. No. I am sure it was more because I heard Mr. Cassel 
testify as to the amount of money he borrowed from me. 

Mr. Simon. You are sure it is more? 

Mr. Chaite. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Simon. Where would those canceled checks be? 

Mr. Chaite. Maybe your staff will find them in my records. 

Mr. Simon. Is it possible you could find them in your records? 

Mr. Chaite. I will be glad to look for you. 

Mr. Simon. But you aon’t know whether you can find them ? 

Mr. Chaite. No. 

The Chairman. Did you say this check for $116,361 made out to 
Gospel Spreading Association was to return to them moneys that 
the Mansions had borrowed from them ? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Then this disproves tlie statement that the elder 
made a few moments ago that Mr. Cassel never paid back any of the 
money that was loaned to him, doesn’t it? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t Imow anything about that. 

The Chairman. You heard him testify to that ? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know whether it disproves it or not. 

The Chairman. The $116,000 is money that was given to you by 
the Mansion to pay to the Gosepel Spreading Association; is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Well then, Mr. Cassel as executive vice president 
of the Mansion did return some of the borrowed money to the Gospel; 
is that correct ? 

Mr. Chaite. It may be. 

The Chairman. It is, isn’t it? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t loiow. 

The Chairman. Isn’t that what the $116,000 check is for ? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Chaite. You are welcome. 

The Chairman. We will extend your subpena until tomorrow. 
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Simon. Two o’clock tomorrow and you bring with you 

jlr. Chaite. Two o’clock ? 

Mr. Simon. Yes, and you will bring with you the records to show 
aO the moneys you received from Woodner or any of the Woodner 

enterprises. 

Mr. CiiAiTE. I certainly will. Are you gong to keep those ? 

Mr. Simon. No. We will give tliem back to you and we will be 
(rrateful if you can find those other checks. 

Mr. Chaite. I will look for you. 

The Chairman. Now our next witness will be Mr. Clyde Powell, 
and I would like to ask Mr. Powell’s attorney if he feels that Mr. 
Powell’s testimony will take 30 or 40 minutes to an hour or 2 hours 
or 3 hours ? In other words, if Mr. Powell is going to testify, we 
will recess until 10 o’clock tomorrow morning and give him plenty 
of time to answer all these charges that are made against him here 
today. If he is not going to testify, if he is going to simply refuse 
to testify, we might as w^l do it now and have it over with. 

Mr. Maher. I think I can assure the chairman we will be out of here 
in 5 minutes. 

The Chairman. All right. Suppose you come forward then. It 
is now 10 after 4. Mr. Powell, will you be sworn? Do you solemnly 
swear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

TESTIMONY OF CLYDE L. POWELL, ACCOMPANIED BY DANIEL J. 

MAHER, COUNSEL— Resumed 

Mr. Powell. I do. 

The Chairman. Thank you, sir. Please be seated and give your 
name and address to the reporter. 

Mr. Powell. My name is Clyde L. Powell. I live at 5314 Carvel 
Koad, Westmoreland Hills, Md. 

The Chairman. You may proceed. 

Mr. Maher. Mr. Chairman, may I state a preliminary objection 
to the conditions now existing in the hearing room? 

The Chairman. What is your objection? 

Mr. hlAHER. No. 1, there are presently four photographers about 
to flash bulbs in the face of the witness. 

The Chairman. Does your witness object to being photographed ? 

Mr. Maher. He objects to being photographed. 

The Chairman. Is that right, Mr. Witness ? 

Mr. Powell. That is right. 

The Chairman. One of the rules of the committee is if the wit- 
ness refuses to be photographed the photographei’s will stand by. 
The photographers will please stand by. 

Mr. Maher. I object to 4 lights of 1,000 wattage being focused on 
the witness. 

The Chairman. You object to that. In line with the policy of this 
wmmittee we always like to make the witnesses comfortaole. We will 
dispense with the lights. 

You fan focus the lights on the committee if you care to. Do not 
tecus them on the witness. 

,Mr. Maher. I object to the operation of movie cameras and tele- 
^sion cameras in the presence of the witness while he is on the 

stand. 
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The Chairman. Is that your wish, Mr. Witness? 

Mr. Powell. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Then the {)hotographers and the cameras will 
desist. 

Mr. Maher. Did I understand the order of the chairman that the 
photographers were to stand aside ? 

The Chairman. I think you had better get a little to the right so 
we can see. We want to be perfectly fair to this witness. 

You may turn the lights on everybody in this room other than the 
witness. You can take down everything that is said as long as you 
do not turn the lights on the witness and the cameras on the witness. 

Mr. Maher. Mr. Chairman, this witness is under subpena before 
this committee for Thursday morning at 10 a. m. One subpena was 
issued calling for his appearance on Thursday morning. 

Mr. Simon. The second subpena for today was intended to super- 
cede the subpena for Thursday. 

Mr. Maher. It is my understanding the witness will be reheved 
from the compulsion of the process requiring his appearance before 
this committee ? 

Mr. Simon. When the chairman excuses him, if that be today or 
tomorrow. It is not intended he return at a future date. 

Mr. Maheit. May I also state this, that to avoid any possible con- 
flict between this committee and a grand jury now sitting in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, that this witness has been subpenaed to appear 
before a grand jury at 10 a. m. tomorrow morning. He must be 
there. Therefore, may I respectfully request that the witness be ex- 
cused from appearing here tomorrow. 

The Chairman. We will continue with the witness then until we 
have finished with him. If the witness wishes to talk and tell us— 
if he wants to answer all these charges we will go right on through 
with his testimony today. Let’s proceed. 

Mr. Maher. May the record also show the photographers are still 
before the witness and there are presently four high wattage lamps. 

The Chairman. Will you please move over? The lights are not 
focused upon the witness. You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Powell, on October 1, 195 — I am sorry, on October 
1, 1947, in Chicago, 111., you sent to the Riggs National Bank in Wash- 
ington, a money order with directions to deposit to the account of Clyde 
L. Powell in the Riggs National Bank, the proceeds of the money 
order, which was $8,000. 

WHiere did you get the $8,000 ? 

Mr. Powell. I re.spect fully refuse to answer. My refusal is bas^ 
on my constitutional protection against being compelled to be a wit- 
ness against myself. 

Mr. Simon. On February 3, 1949, you transmitted to yourself from 
New York — I am sorry, from Los Angeles — $1,500 by Western Union 
money order. Where did you get the $1,500 ? 

Mr. Powell. Same answer. 

Mr. Simon. On August 20, 1947, you transmitted to yourself from 
New York $1,000. W^ere did you get the money ? 

Mr. Powell. Same answer. 

Mr. Simon. On April 13, 1954, the day your employment with the 
Federal Housing Administration terminated, and the President an- 
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noiinced what has since been referred to in the newspapers as the hous- 
ing scandals, you made an entry to your safety deposit box in the Riggs 

Rational Bank. . 

What did you put in or take out of the box at that time? 

Mr. Powelij. Same answer, sir. 

The Chairman. Mr. Powell, let me ask you this question : You have 
been objecting through your attorney that there never been any direct 
allegations against you. You have been here in this room all day 
and you have listened. Why do you object to answering those charges 
or telling us whether they are or are not true? 

Mr. Po^\^LL. Same answer. Senator. 

The Chairman. In other words, you are going to refuse to answer 
any questions? 

Mr. Powell. The answer remains the same. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Powell, on December 21, 1953, which is just 10 
months ago, you purchased two cashier’s checks at the Riggs National 
Bank in the amounts of $5,000 and $6,000 respectively, payable to the 
order of W. C. & A. N. Miller Development Co. for the purchase of a lot 
in Spring Valley. Where did you get the $11,000 ? 

Mr. Powell. The answer remains the same, . counsel. 

Mr. Simon. If I asked further questions with respect to your finan- 
I cial transactions during the past 8-year period, will your answer in 
I each case be the same ? 

Mr. Powell. My answer remains the same. 

The Chairman. If we ask you questions about your operation as the 
head of the Rental Division of FHA, over a period of many, many 
years, will your answer be the same ? 

Mr. Powell. It remains the same, Senator. 

The Chairman. In other words, regardless of how simple the ques- 
tion might be, your answer would be the same? 

Mr. Powell. It remains the same. 

The Chairman. I see nothing further. 

Mr. Simon. Would that also apply, Mr. Powell, to the subject matter 
of the long distance telephone calls you made from the Wardman Park 
Hotel ? 

Mr. Powell. My answer would remain the same. 

The Chairman. I see nothing further to be gained by going on 
with this witness. He certainly ha^ a right to answer as he has under 
the Constitution of the United States. He certainly has a legal right 
to do it. I have repeatedly said I think you are making a mistake, 
hut that is your business, not ours. I wish you would be helpful to 
us in this whole matter. 

It is now 20 minutes after 4. We will excuse you from your 
subpena. 

Mr. Maher. It is my understanding, Mr. Chairman, that this wit- 
ness is finally excused ? 

The Chairman. He is excused from the present subpena. 

Mr. Maher. And also from the subpena calling for his appearance 
on Thursday morning? 

The Chairman. Yes, sir. We may subpena him later, but he is 
excused at the moment from any and all subpenas that may be out 
iigamst him. 
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We are going to call Mr. Kaskell. If we can get through witli 
Mr. Kaskell in at least 20 or 25 minutes, we will not ask him to return 
tomorrow. 

Mr. Judd. Thank you very much, Mr. Chainnan. 

The Chairman. If you will come forward, Mr. Kaskell, will I 
try to finish with you today. If you will help matters by sayint'j 
“yes” and “no” we will get through. Will you please be sworn! 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the trutli, so help 
you God ? 

TESTIMONY OF ALFRED KASKELL, FARRAGUT GARDENS, BROOK- 

LYN, N. Y., ETC., ACCOMPANIED BY ORRIN G. JUDD, COUNSEL 

AND SAMUEL GREENBERG, ACCOUNTANT 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Judd. Mr. Chairman, I don’t think there is the same interest 
in Mr. Kaskell as there may be in other witnesses. I wonder if it is 
possible to turn out these lights. It is a little disconcerting. 

The Chairman. Is it the wish of the witness there be no photog- 
raphy or no television; that you not be personally televised? Is that 
your wish ? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Then the photographers and television people wiU 
please keep their cameras off the witness. They may televise any- 
thing else in the room, or the committee, or anybody other than the 
witnesses themselves. Of course, they may take down anything that 
is said. 

You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Kaskell, are you a builder in New York? 

Mr. KIaskell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Have you built a number of section 608 projects, or had 
them built for you ? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. They totaled about $34 million? 

Mr. Kaskell. Approximately $34 million. 

Mr. Simon. In all of those transactions, was Abraham Traub your 
lawyer ? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Can you tell the committee why it was frequently neces- 
saiy for you to borrow large sums of money from Mr. Traub? 

Mr. EalSkell. I didn’t borrow large sums of money from Mr. 
Traub. 

Mr. Simon. You didn’t? 

Mr. Kaskell. No ; Mr. Simon. To start out with, in 1949 

Mr. Simon. Let me ask you this: On January 8, 1951, did you 
borrow $40,000 from him ? 

Mr. Kaskell. Well, in 1949 I will give you the answer. He owed 
me $100,000. ' . 

Mr. Simon. On January 8, 1951, did you borrow $40,000 from hnnl 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes. He gave back $10,000. 

Mr. Simon. He gave you back $40,000 ? 

Mr. Kaskell. That is correct. He owed me $100,000. 
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Mr. Simon. Your auditor furnished us with an explanation of 
q 079,000 worth of transactions between you and Traub, and oppo- 
site the January 8, 1951, entry of a check for $40,000 from Mr. Traub 
to you, your auditor has written in : “This is a loan to Alfred L. 
luskell.’’ Is that wrong? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes; probably so. 

Mr. Simon. Is it right or wrong? 

Mr. Kaskell. You could interpret it any way you want. 

Mr. Simon. I am not trydng to interpret it at all. I am asking you 
if that statement is wrong. 

Mr. Kaskell. I will give you the answer on it. I had with Mr. 
Traub a running account for years. I used to give him a certain 
amount of money and he used to give me, and from time to time we 
used to check our accounts. 

Mr. Slmon. I am asking you if this check of January 8, 1951, for 
140 , 000 , represents a loan ? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes. It appears on my records as a loan. 

Ml’. Simon. You made a loan from him ? 

Mr. Kaskell. Wliat is it? 

Mr. Simon. You made a loan from him ; is that right ? 

Mr. Kaskell. I gave you that answer. That was part of the loan, 
apart of the running account which I had with Mr. Traub. 

Mr. Simon. Is the statement that it was a loan a false statement? 

Mr. Kaskell. No; it is not. I told you you could interpret it any 
way you want. 

Mr. Simon. I am not trying to interpret it. I am trying to find out 
what happened. 

Mr. Kaskell. I am tidying to explain what happened if you would 
just bear with me for a minute, is this : Mr. Traub, from 1949, starting 
from scratch, let’s assume, owed me $100,000. After 1949, from time 
to time, he used to give me part of the money, part I would give him 
back and he used to give me a certain amount of money from time to 
time. You will find many times I gave him money. In fact, you will 
find on this same statement that I gave him at one transaction, he 
closed loans for me, of approximately $150,000, which he took the 
money to lay out against my accounts. 

Mr. Simon. Now I ask you whether on January 8, 1951, Traub 
loaned you $40,000 ? 

Mr. Kaskell. All these years, whatever you say, whatever it ap- 
pears, as I said, you can interpret it any way you want. You can 
interpret it as a loan, interpret it as a part payment. 

Mr. Simon. I ask you whether Traub loaned you $40,000 on Janu- 
ary 8, 1951 ? 

Ml’. Kaskell. Whatever the books show, I assume that would be, 
but however as I say you can interpret it any way you want. In my 
own mind you could interpret it either way between either a loan or an 
> ! i ^change. 

pie Chairman. Did you give him a note for it? 

Mr. Kaskell. No. He owed me money at the time. 

Mr. Simon. How much money did Traub owe you on January 8, 

loOl ? 

Mr. E^askell. I don’t know how much money he loaned me. 

Mr. Simon. Owed you. 

L 
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Mr. Kaskell. Owed me — I don’t know, but he would owe me a very 
substantial amount. ^ 

Mr. Simon. How much ? 

Mr. Kaskell. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. Half a million dollars? 

Mr. Kaskell. No. 

Mr. Simon. A quarter of a million dollars ? 

Mr. Kaskell. No. 

Mr. Simon. A hundred thousand dollars? 

Mr. Kaskell. Less than a hundred, because 

Mr. Simon. $50,000 ? 

Mr. Kaskell. No. At 1949, if he owed me $100,000, so eventually 
lie gave me back part of the money. 

Mr. Simon. How much did he owe you on January 8, 1951 ? 

Mr. Kaskell. I don’t know. I couldn’t tell you that. 

Mr. Simon. Was it more or less than $40,000? 

Mr. Kaskell. I couldn’t tell you. I couldn’t answer you that. 

Mr. Simon. I ask you once more: On January 8, 1951, did you bor- 
TOW $40,000 from Traub ? 

Mr. Kaskell. I could only give you the same answer. As far as 1 
and Traub are concerned, he owed me $100,000 and this money, I don’t 
know how they would put it down in the books ; whether part he paid 
or as a loan it wouldn’t make any difference. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Kaskell, do you loiow whether you borrowed $40,000 
from Traub on January 8, 1951 ? 

Mr. Kaskell. My books show that it is $40,000 received from Traub 
on that day. 

Mr. Simon. Was that a loan to you from Traub ? 

Mr. Kaskell. Mr. Simon, four times I told you. Exactly, I can’t 
tell you anything different than 1 told you. 

Mr. Simon, What did you tell me? 

Mr. Kaskell. I told you that Traub owed me $100,000 in 1949. 

Mr. Simon. How much did he owe you in 1951 ? 

Mr. Kaskell. I don’t know, but a very substantial amount; less 
than $100,000. 

Mr. Simon. Was it more than $40,000? 

Mr. Kaskell. Maybe. 

Mr. Simon. Was it less than $40,000? 

Mr. Kaskell. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know whether it was more or less than 
■$40,000; is that right? 

Mr. Kaskell. I know it was less than $100,000. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know whether it was less than $40,000? 

Mr. Kaskell. No, I dbn’t. 

Mr. Simon. How can you tell me that the $40,000 he paid you on 
January 8 could be a partial repayment of a loan ? 

Mr. Kaskell. I didn’t say he owed me less than $40,000. 

Mr. Simon. You said it might be. 

Mr. Kaskell. It might be., i 

Mr. Simon. On January 4, 1951, did you borrow $20,000 from 
Traub ? 

Mr. Kaskell. Whatever it appears on my records, whatever you | 
have got there, that is the answer. ' f 

Mr. Simon. I asked you whether | 
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The Chairman. Who is the gentleman on your left? 
jfr. Kaskell. My accountant. He knows more about these figures 
than I do. 

The Chairman. Did he borrow $40,000 or $20,000 ? 

Mr. Greenberg. This is really a loan and exchange account. As I 

explained to Mr. Simon only last week, that 

The Chairman. We have asked you again today. 

Mr. Greenberg. I know. On the record of Alfred Kaskell these 


amounts appear as a credit, as money received from Di’yer and Traub. 
We are not doubting the fact that Mr. Kaskell received it, but at the 
same time you will find in Mr. Traub’s records moneys of over the sums 
of over a million dollars that Mr. Simon has just brought out. 

Mr. Simon. $1,079,000, and nobody seems to know what it was for. 
Mr. Greenberg. You check our receipts. Our books reflect what- 
ever it is. If Mr. Alfred Kaskell would make personal loans, we 
have 80 to 90 corporations. They would reflect insofar as our corpo- 
rations are concerned. 

The Chairman. You have 80 or 90 corporations? 

Mr. Greenberg. Yes. 

The Chairman. FHA business? 

Mr. Greenberg. No ; mostly conventional. 

The Chairman. You understand Mr. Traub has over a million 
dollars’ worth of checks that he wrote out to cash that we are 
trying 

Mr. Kaskell. Not to me. I am trying to help you- 


The Chairman. Here we find you were over a million dollars back 
and forth between Mr. Traub and yourself, and Mr. Traub having 
written out over a million dollars’ worth of checks in cash, and he 
can’t explain to this committee or hasn’t yet the purpose of the checks. 

Mr. Kaskell. Senator, I want you to believe me; I am here to help 
YOU. I am trying to tell you to the best of my ability as follows: 
First, this here money, a trifle of this amount has anything to do with 
(he FHA. The other has nothing to do with FHA whatsoever. 

The Chairman. Your answer is, then, that he owed you money and 
you owed him money ? 

Mr. Kaskell. That is right. 

The Chairman. And over a million dollars went back and forth? 
^ jyh. Kaskell. It is not a million dollars actually. It may be 5G or 
10 thousand. In other words, if I would give him today $75,000, he 
would give it back to me, a week later I take $40,000, and 2 weeks later 
give him back $40,000. It sounds like a lot of money. 

The Chairman. What was the reason for doing it that way ? 

Mr. Kaskell. All the purchase of my land, and other things, in the 
building line, ran into millions and millions of dollars, and he was 
my attorney, and he went out. I never went along to any contract; 

seldom, let’s say, I went along and he went along and he paid 
out moneys. At the same time he collected money. There is one deal 

went out without me and collected on the same state- 
checks were made out to Dryer and Traub 
Mr. Simon. Mr. Kaskell, on March 27, 1952, traub gave voii a 
cneck for $15,000, and on that day, Carroll Management Corp. oave 
flryer and Traub a note for $15,000. ® 

What was that transaction ? 
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Mr. IGvskell. I don’t know. Maybe we needed money and gave 
them a note for it to get the money. 

Mr. Simon. Who owns Carroll Management Corp. ? 

Mr. Kasigell. I do. 

Mr. Simon. Why would Traub be giving you personally a check 
for $15,000 and taking a note from Carroll Management? 

Mr. Kaskell. I don’t know what difference it would make. I own 
the Carroll Management by myself. 

The Chairman. Maybe your accountant can explain it. Can you? 

Mr. Greenberg. Well, this is no more different than any other item 
that happened in the last 15 years. Mr. Dryer and Traub took a note 
from Carroll Management. Carroll Management is the management 
corporation that manages over 40 corporations, which are conven- 
tional, and moneys are needed for interest, taxes, or amortization, 
whatever they may be, and any time Mr. Kaskell feels it necessaiy 
that he needs money that particular day, he found that these transac- 
tions with Dryer and Traub was comfortable for him, let’s put it that 
way, and he made these exchanges, that is all. Some ran 2 days, some 
ran a week, some ran a month, some ran 2 months. 

Mr. Simon. Are you telling us, Mr. Kaskell, that you were borrow* j 
ing large sums of money from Traub ? 

Mr. Kaskell. I didn’t say large sums. What do you call large 
sums, $16,000 ? ' 

Mr. Simon. I would call that a large sum. 

Mr. Kaskell. No. To me it is a very trivial sum, 

Mr. Simon. Well, you 

The Chairman. We have found that to be pretty much the pattern 
among the section 608 builders. 

Mr. Kaskell. Not the section 608’s. The section 608’s was part of 
my business and I build $35 million in the last few years. I think 
$10,000, $16,000 even $100,000 

Mr. Simon. Is peanuts? 

Mr. Kaskell. I say even $100,000 is a small amount ; when you are 
talking about $36 million. 

Mr. Simon. I have here loans that you made from Traub, March 25, 
$6,000, March 15, $15,000. Was that money you were borrowing from 
Traub? 

Mr. Greenberg. What was that date, March 25 ? 

Are you referring to $5,063.82 ? 

Mr. Simon. That is right. 

Mr. Kaskell. You can answer that. 

Mr. Simon. I asked you if you borrowed that money from Mr. Traub. 

Mr. Kaskell. No. I didn’t borrow that. He paid me for some 
closing, five-thousand-some-odd dollars. It is not an even amount; 

it? ^ ^ 

Mr. Greenberg. No ; it looks like payment of a note where he ad- 
vanced for the Carroll Management Corp. 

Mr. Simon. This $15,000 x>n March 27, was that loan you made from 
Traub ? 

Mr. Greenberg. That is the one you spoke about before, Mr. Simon, 
the same discounted note. 

Mr. Simon. Did you borrow that money from him ? 

Mr. Kaskell. If it shows on the books, I got it. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ? 
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Mr. Kaskell. If it shows on the books, I got it. 

Mr. Simon. I don’t know. I am merely asking. 

Mr. l^ASKELL. Whatever the books show is correct. I don’t know. 
We have a complete set of books. 

Mr. Simon. I am asking you whether you borrowed $15,000 from 
Traub on March 27, 1952 ? 

Mr. Kaskell. According to the books, if it shows I borrowed the 
money, I did. 

Mr. Simon. But you don’t actually know whether you did or not; 
is that right? 

Mr. Kaskell. I don’t remember. We have a complete set of books. 

Mr. Simon. This sheet of paper I have says that on September 3. 
1952, Traub gave you a check for $35,000, and you gave him cash of 
$35,000. You gave him a check for the same amount. 

Mr. Greenberg. Not cash. 

Mr. Simon. What is the reason for that? 

Mr. Kaskell. There may be cases 

Mr. Simon. A round figure of $35,000, he gave you a check and you 
gave him a check. 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes. In many cases, probably in a case like this, I 
don’t know, he probably needed a certified check. He would get me a 
certified check and I would give him a plain check. 

Mr. Simon. On December 10 and 12, on each day, Traub gave you 
checks for $25,000. 

Mr. Kaskell. Mr. Simon, all these here, whatever I can tell you, I 
can only look at these records and give you the answer exactly what 
the records show. I can’t tell you any more or any less. Mr. Green- 
berg is here and this is his handwriting, I think. He can give you the 
exact answer and I will verify it. 

The Chairman. Mr. Greenberg, what were the checks for? 

Mr. Greenberg. What one are you referring to? 

Mr. Simon. What did Mr. Kaskell do with the $25,000 he got from 
Traub on December 10 and the 25 he got on December 12, 1951? 

Mr. Greenberg. You are going back now. On December 10 — when 
you ask that que.stion, what we did with it, it is not the same question 
when you read from the statement that I submitted to you, because 
your request was from that statement, how it appeared on our books. 

I can’t tell you what Mr. Kaskell does anything personally with any 
of the sums that he would collect, but this amount was deposited to his 
account under Alfred Kaskell. 

Mr. vSiMON. That is what I assume. 

Mr. Greenberg. When you ask what he did, I can’t be a magician, 
what he did with it. 

Mr. Simon. I assumed he would be the one to know. That is why 
1 asked him the question. 

Mr. Greenberg. I can’t see how he can explain any of these items 
which are reflected in our books. I will say this : Every one of these 
items that I presented to you are reflected in the affiliated corporation 
books olP Carroll Management or Alfred Kaskell or his personal assets. 

Mr. Simon. I assume it is your testimony you don’t know anything 
about the items except as you took them off the books ? 

Mr. Greenberg. No, with this exception: That the loans and ex- 
changes that appear as you requested from me appear on the books of 
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Alfred Kaskell and/or his affiliated corporations, and there is a dis- 
tinction there to the extent as io what he did with the money. As long 
as the money was deposited, I am finished. 

Mr. Simon. I assumed that. Therefore, I asked Mr. Kaskell what 
happened to the $25,000 he got from Traub on December 10, 1951, and 
the $25,000 he got on December 12, 1051. 

Mr. Ka.skell. I must have deposited it to my account. 

Mr, Simon. Do you know what the purpose of that money was for? 

Mr. Kaskell. I 

Mr. Greenberg. Mr. Simon, I would like to clarify your statement 
of what he did with the money. You submitted to me a li.st, and on 
December 10, 1951, you marked your check number, or Dryer and 
check number, 5474, and you put down Metropolitan Industrial “K” 
Exchange. That is your typewritten report to my office. 

• Now, when you ask Mr. Kaskell what he did with it, Mr. Kaskell 
advanced back to Dryer and Traub for the advancement that Dryer 
and Traub made for Alfred Kaskell. Therefore, it only appears as an 
exchange. He didn’t do anything with it. 

Mr. Simon. I am asking Mr. Kaskell the purpose for which he got 
$25,000 from Traub on December 10 and $25,000 on December 12, 1951. 

Mr. Kaskell. Mr. Simon, I don’t know 

The Chairman. Can you remember whether it was a loan ? 

Mr. Greenberg. Exchange. 

Mr. Kaskell. It was an exchange. 

The Chairman. Exchange of checks, you mean ? 

^ Mr. Kaskell. Yes. Without the books, I didn’t gamble with the 
money. 

Mr. Simon. Were you kiting checks? 

Mr. Kaskell. No. 

Mr. Simon. What was the purpose? 

Mr. Kaskell. If I would kite I wouldn’t need Traub. The ex- 
change was when Traub had the money he gave it to me ; if I had the 
money I gave it to him. 

Mr. Simon. What was the purpose of these two $25,000 checks? 

Mr. Kaskell. It is a very simple answer. Many times, let’s assume 
we needed the next day or the following day 

Mr. Simon. Let’s not assume anything. What was the purpose of 
these checks? 

Mr. Kaskell. I don’t know exactly ‘what happened. I can tell you 
this, and customarily it would be this : If I would, let’s assume, need 
$100,000 and I would have in my own accounts, let’s say, $75,000 or 
$50,000, the balance I would go over to Traub, for business, for some 
new contacts or whatever the reason would be, I would go to Dryer 
and Traub and say, “Here is $50,000 on account and you go out and 
close that deal,” and he did. Then automatically I would owe him 
$50,000. 

Mr. Simon. Were you borrowing money from him ? 

Mr. Kaskell. In some cases, probably, yes. It all depends, as I 
said. Maybe the $100,000 was still involved there which he dwed me. 

Mr. Simon. What I am trying to find out from you is whether 
these records indicate that Traub was in part financing your opera- 
tions? 

Mr. Kaskell. No ; he was not. 
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Mr. Simon. He wasn’t? 

Mr. Kaskell. No. 

Mr. Simon. What was the purpose of liis giving you these sums 
of money? 

Mr. Kaskell. I am telling you it wasn’t a question of giving it to 
me. Most of the time, he didn’t give it to me. He went out to buy 
certain land for me, whatever it was, and he laid the money out for me. 

Mr. Simon. Let’s get back to my basic question that we have spent 
so much time on. Did Traub give you $25,000 on December 10, and 
$25,000 on December 12, 1951? 

Mr. Kaskell. According to our books it shows that Traub gave us 
$50,000. 

Mr. Simon. Gave “us” or gave “you?” 

Mr. Kaskell. Carroll Management. 

Mr. Simon. Weren’t Traub’s checks payable to A. L. Kaskell? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes; it was. 

Mr. Simon. Aren’t you A. L. Kaskell ? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes; I am. 

Mr. Simon. Therefore, didn’t Traub give you $25,000 on each of 
those 2 days ? 

Mr. Kaskell. According to the books what you say he did and I 
gave it to him back the next day. 

Mr. Simon. Not according to what I say. I know nothing about 
this. 

Mr. Kaskell. According to the books it is marked that he gave me 
$50,000. 

Mr. Simon. What was the $50,000 for? 

Mr. Kaskell. I don’t know. I gave it to him back 2 days later. 

Mr. Simon. You didn’t. Carroll Management did. 

Mr. Kaskell. I am a hundred percent stockholder in Carroll Man- 
agement. 

Mr. Simon. I would like to Imow why Traub gave you $50,000 and 
2 days later a corporation paid him back? 

Mr. ICaskell. I will tell you, Mr. Simon: The fact remains this: 
These) questions, my own estimation, I don’t think are fair because at 
that time 

Mr. Simon. Forgetting whether they are fair or not 

Mr. Kaskell. At that time he might have owed me money. 

Mr. Simon. Will you tell me what the $40,000 was for ? 

Mr. Greenberg. One of them did go to Carroll Management. You 
said both of them went to Alfred Kaskell, and they did not. Check 
25,000 was deposited to Carroll Management Corp., and Carroll Man- 
agement next day returned that check. 

Mr. Simon. Wasn’t that check made out to Kaskell ? 

Mr. Greenberg. No, sir. That was made out to Carroll Manage- 
ment Corp. 

Mr. Simon. The paper I have in front of me, on the paper of Green- 
Derg & Fishman, says check 5510 was payable to A. L. Kaskell. 

Mr. Green BER(!. T treat “ALK” and Carroll Management the same, 
because “ALK” is the same. 

Mr. Simon. I ask you if the sheet I hold in front of me on the paper 
of Greenberg & Fishman doesn’t say check 5510 was payable to 
A. L. Kaskell? ‘ ‘ 
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Mr. Greenberg. That may be so. 

Mr. Simon. Does it ? 

The Chairman. Is it so or not? 

Mr. Greenberg. I don’t have the copy. You took two of niy copies 
away. 

The Chairman. It looks to me like we are not going to be able to 
finish. We are getting a little tired. I was hopeful we would finish. 
You gentlemen either don’t know, don’t want to answer 

Mr. Greenberg. No, Senator, we do want to answer, but these are 
very simple. 

The Chairman. We tried to accommodate you by having you here. 
Your own paper says “A. L. Kaskell” and you must have known it. 

Mr. Greenberg. I have here the exact endorsement of that check. 

The Chairman. In New York the other day 1 w’asn’t present. Sen- 
ator Bush was present. This gentleman deliberately goes off to some 
place and leaves us at 3 o’clock. I think what we will do is recess 
until 10 o’clock tomorrow morning. We will listen to you as a wit* 
ness. I don’t know whether we will listen to you tomorrow^, Thursday, 
or Friday. I am tired of getting pushed around and getting no an- 
swers. You either know or don’t know, and if you don’t know, why 
don’t you say so ? 

Mr. Kaskell. Senator, what these books show 

The Chairman. Again I want to repeat this; we are suspicious of 
Mr. Traub, He wrote out a million dollars’ worth of checks to cash 
and he cannot explain the purpose. 

Mr. Kaskell. They are not cash to me. 

The Chairman. You have over a million dollars of transactions 
back and forth with him during the same time. We w^ould just like 
to clear the mud and get the facts. 

Mr. I^ASKELL. They are checks; there is no cash as far as I am 
concerned. 

The Chairman. I didn’t say there was. I said we would like to 
get the answers. Why would you on December 11 get two $25,000 
checks and 2 days later in the name of another corporation pay them 
back ? 

Mr. Kaskell. It is the same thing, Alfred Kaskell, and me, is the 
same thing. Maybe I took the money for Carroll jkana^ement or 
Carroll Management would take it from me. I am the full stock- 
holder of Carroll Management, Senator. It is my corporation. I 
owned that corporation for over 20 years. 

Mr. JxjtiD. Senator, we have been asked about these in private 
hearings. 

The Chairman. We appreciate that. 

Mr. Judd. We have given all the information. 

The Chairman. We never have a witness in public hearing until 
we have heard them in private. 

Mr. Judd. We have given all .the information we can about them. 

The Chairman. That is why we know so much about your business. 
That is why we want to ask these questions in public. The public is 
entitled to know these things as well as a few Senators in executive 
session. ' 

Mr. Judd. We don’t question, that. The only .thing is, Mr. Chair- 
man, that these checks tnat show in Traub ’s books, according to our 
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document that we put in evidence, were received by Mr. Kaskell for 
various corporations which he controlled, and they have all been 

i^paid. 

To determine which corporation or what use was made of each par- 
ticular check we were not asked and that is what Mr. Kaskell can’t 
tell you at the present time. 

The Chmrman. He doesn’t remember a single one of them. 

Greenberg. Yes, we do. We have the first two items. 

Mr. Judd. He has to rely on the books. 

Mr. Greenberg. The first two items he deposited $160,000 which 
Piyer & Traub took for a proceeding after closing and from the clos- 
ing it was requested to pay out $105,000 which represented purchase 
of Hunter Gardens. The rest was requested of Dryer & Traub to 
give a check to Mr. Kaskell. 

liie Chairman. We are going to recess until 10 o’clock tomorrow 
morning, and you wfill be the first witness. Let’s get the facts with 
“yes” and “no” answers and quit trying “I don’t know.” 

We will recess until 10 o’clock tomorrow morning. You will be the 
irst witness. 

(Whereupon, at 4 : 45 p. m., .the committee recessed until 10 a. m., 
Wednesday, October 6, 1954.) 
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WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 6, 1954 

United States Senate, 

Banbjnq and Currency Committee, 

'Washington^ D. C. 

Tlie committee met, pursuant to recess at 10 a. m.. Senator Homer 
E. Capehart, chairman, presiding. 

Present : Senator Capehart. 

Also present: William Simon, general counsel; T. T. Kenney, as- 
sistant general counsel ; and Clarence M. Dinkins, assistant counsel, 
FHA investigation. 

The Chairman. Is Mr. Ben Cohen present this morning? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Fred Schneider? 

Mr. Schneider. Here. 

The Chairman. Herbert Classman? 

Mr. Classman. Here. 

The Chairman. William Magazine? 

Mr. Magazine. Here. 

The Chairman. Arthur M. Chaite ? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Mr. Woodner isn’t here, of course. 

Marshall Granger isn’t here? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Jack Ferman or Fred Landau, they are not here. 
The committee will please come to order. Our first witness this 
morning will be Mr. Kaskell. Inasmuch as this is a continuation of 
your testimony of yesterday, it will not be necessary to swear you in 
at this time. Just proceed with the questions. 

Mr. JtjDD. Can we have the same policy today, that there will be 
no picture taking during the testimony? We are perfectly willing 
to have pictures taken afterward. 

The Chairman. If that is the wishes of the witness 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. There will be no photographs taken while you are 
sitting in the witness chair. Then I will ask the photographers to 
observe that, please. 

Tou may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

testimony of ALFRED KASKELL, FARRAGUT GARDENS, BROOK- 
LYN, N. Y., ETC., ACCOMPANIED BY ORRIN G. JDDD., COUNSEL, 
and SAMUEL GREENBERG, ACCOUNTANT— Resumed 

^r. Simon. Mr. Kaskell, are you one of the principals in Howard 

i^orrace ? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

L 
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Mr. Simon. Where is Howard Terrace located? 

Mr. Kaskell. Sixty-sixth Koad and Queens Boulevard, Forest 
Hills, Long Island. 

Mr. Simon. What is the name of the corporation that owns 
property? 

Mr. Kaskell. Howard Terrace, Inc. 

Mr. Simon. Howard Terrace, Inc. What is the capital stock of 
Howard Terrace, Inc.? 

Mr. Greenberg. We believe it is the nominal amount. I believe a 
thousand dollars. 

Mr. Simon. Does Mr. Kaskell know what the stock is? 

Mr. Kaskell. If Mr. Greenberg tells me so, he is the accountant 
He knows. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know ? 

Mr. Kaskell. After he tells me I know. 

Mr. Simon. What is the capital stock? 

Mr. Kaskell. Mr. Greenberg said it is a thousand dollars. Then 
it is a thousand dollars. 

Mr. Simon. Who are the stockholders ? 

Mr. ILvskell. I am the sole stockholder, 

Mr. Simon. You own all the stock? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did you pay a thousand dollars for the stock? 

Mr. Kaskeltj. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What is the amount of the FHA insured mortgage? 
Mr. Kaskell. $4,112,000. 

Mr. Simon. What was the premium you received on the sale of the 
mortgage? 

Mr. Kaskell. $143,.580. 

Mr. Simon. Is that built on leased land? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Ninety-nine-year lease? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Who owns the land the building is built on ? 

Mr. Kaskell. I do. 

Mr. Simon. You personally or a corporation that you own? 

Mr. Kaskell. Personally, I do, 

Mr. Simon. You personally own it? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. How much did you pay for the land ? 

Mr. Kaskell. $328,000. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have a mortgage on the land ? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What is the amount of the mortgage on the land? 

Mr. Kaskell. $381,000. 

Mr. Simon. Or $53,000 more than you paid for it? 

Mr. Kaskeu.. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Who constructed Howard Terrace? 

Mr. Kaskell. Doral Construction Co. 

Mr. Simon. Doral Construction? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Who is the owner of Doral Construction Co.? 

Mr. Kaskell. I am. 
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Simon. Sole stockholder? 
gr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost of construction to Doral Construc- 
tion Co. ? 

}{r. Kaskell. $4,089,453 and some change. 

Hr. Simon. Is that the total cost? 

Hr. Kaskell. This is the total cost, reducing the premium. In 
odier words, the premium we took as part of the cost. 

Hr. Simon. You mean you took the premium to reduce the cost? 
Hr. Kaskell. Yes, In other words, we wouldn’t have gotten the 
premium ; if not, the construction would have cost about $4,200,000. 

Hr. Simon. Is that the actual cost ? 

Hr. Kaskell. That is not only the actual. There was no builders’ 
fees, there was no salaries. 

Hr. Simon. AJl I asked you, Mr. Kaskell, is what you actually paid 
out What was the actual cost to build the buildings? 

Mr. Kaskell. $4,225,000. 

Mr. Simon. Does that include every cost that you paid to anvbodv^ 
Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. i j j 

Mr. Simon. Does it include anything you paid yourself ? 

I did not pay anything to myself. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat is the ground rent? 

Mr. Kaskell. $16,960. 

building has to pay you that for 99 year's each 

Mr. Kaskell I owe money against that. The building has to pay 
Mr. Simon. That ground rent is ahead of the FHA mortgage ?^ 

Mr. Kaskell. That is correct, ^ ^ 

Mr. Simon. Next is Cedar Construction, is that right? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes. ^ 

Mr. SmoN. What is the name of that project? 

4'cS“' Construction, something 

Mr. Simon. What is the name of the buildino'? 

Mr C*^>^dens o“r something like that. 

MI. niMON. You don’t know for sure^ ^ 

Mr. Kaskell. The same as Howard. ^ 

Mr. Simon. Wliat is that? 

Mr. Kaskell. $1,000. 

Mr. Simon. WIio are the stockholder's? 

Mr. Kaskell. I am. 

Mr. Simon. Sole stockholder? 

Mr. KaskeijL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. $900 ? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

Ifl’ ~ ** 0 N. What was the premium ? 

Mr T- I think-$48,286.76. 

Mr. Simon. Is that built on leased land? 

Mr. Kaskeil. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Simon. There you have a mortgage on the land for $11,000 less 
than you paid for it? 

Mr. Kaskell. No. It is $22,000 less than I paid for it* 

Mr. Simon. How much did you pay for it ? 

Mr. Kaskell. $87,800. 

Mr. Simon. The mortgage was $66,000, is that right? 

Mr. Kjvskell. That is correct. I got $22,000 approximately less 
than I paid for it, 

Mr. Simon. Who built that project? 

Mr. Kaskell. The same one, Doral Construction Co. 

Mr. Simon. What was the actual cost to Doral Construction Co, 
of building the project? 

Mr. Kaskell. $1,396,000. 

Mr. Simon. What is the amount of the ground rent? 

Mr. KIaskell. $29,600. 

Mr. Simon. They pay you that for 99 years and it is ahead of the 
FHA mortgage ? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Where is that project located? 

Mr. i^SKELL. Forest Hills, Long Island. 

Mr. Simon. Next, Anita Terrace. Is that one of your projects? 
Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What is the name of the corporation that owns the 
building ? 

Mr. Kaskell. Anita Terrace, Inc. 

Mr. Simon. What is the capital stock ? 

Mr. Kaskelt.. The same. 

Mr. Simon. What is that ? 

Mr. Kaskell. The same thing, $1,000. 

Mr. Simon. Who owns the stock ? 

Mr. Kaskell. I do. 

Mr. Simon. What was the amount of the mortgage ? 

Mr. Kaskell. $4,904,800. 

Mr. Simon. And the amount of the premium ? 

Mr. Kaskell. There was no premium on this one, I think. 

Mr. Simon. That is leased land? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You have a mortgage there for $43,000 more than the 
land cost you ? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir, $43,000 more. 

Mr. Simon. What is the annual rental ? 

Mr. Kaskell. $15,916. 

Mr. Simon. They pay you that for 99 years and it comes ahead of 
the FHA mortgage? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Who built that building? 

Mr. Kaskell. The same one, Doral Construction Co. 

Mr. Simon. What was the actual cost? 

Mr. Kaskell. $5,090,000. We have invested in there $185,871. 
Mr. Simon. The next one is Dara Gardens. Where is that located? 
Mr. Kaskell. Flushing, Long Island. 

Mr. Simon. What is 3ie name of the corporation that owns the 
property ? 

Mr. Kaskell. Dara Gardens, Inc. 
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3{r. Simon. What is the capital stock ? 

Mr. Kaskell. The same, $1,000. 

Mr. Simon. Who owns the stock ? 

Mr. ICaskell. Doral Construction Corp. 

Mr. Simon. Where did you say Dara Gardens was ? 

Mr. Kaskeul. Flushing, Long Island. 

Mr. Simon. WLat is the street address? 

Mr. i^sKELL. I think 79th Street or something like that. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know what street it is on ? 

Mr. Kaskell. Right off Casino Boulevard. I think it is 79th Street 
jt Casino Boulevard. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know? 

Mr. Kaskele. I don’t remember the streets. 

Mr. Simon. Have you ever been out there? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes. A couple of times. 

Mr. Simon. A couple of times? 

Mr. Kaskell. That is all. 

Mr. Simon. That is a $5 million project and you own it all? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. And you have only been out there a couple of times? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Your best guess is it is on 79th Street ? 

Mr. Kasketx. It is right off Casino Boulevard. It is 79th Street 
or 80th Street, around that vicinity. 

Mr. Simon. What about Anita Terrace ? 

Mr. Kaskeli^. Anita Terrace, I Imow very well. 

Mr. Simon. Where is that ? 

Mr. Kaskell. 63d Road, and Regal Park. 

Mr. Simon. 63d Road and what? 

Mr. Kaskell. 63d Road right off 99th Street, I think. 

Mr. Simon. Is it on the corner there? 

Mr. KASKEiiL. It is a whole square block. 

Mr. Simon. Bounded by 63d and 99th? 

Mr. Kaskell. It is on 63d Road and 99th Street. 

Mr. Simon. What about Cedar Gardens? Wliere is that? 

Mr. Kaskell. It is 102d Street around 67tli,Road, I think it is. 

Mr. Simon. These are all in Forest Hills? 

Mr. ICaskell. These are Forest Hills ; yes. 

Mr. Simon. Now what was the premium on Dara Gardens? 

Mr. Kaskell. No premium. 

Mr. Simon. There, that is leased land? 

Mr. Kaskeix. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The mortgage on the land is $73,000 less than you paid 
font? Is that right? ^ 

Mr. Kaskell. No. 

Mr. Simon. ^Vhat did you pay for Dara Gardens? 

Mr. Greenberg. $393,000. 

Mr. Simon. The mortgage is $210,000, which would be $170,000. 

Mr. J TTDD. $180,000, 1 think. 

$393,000 and the mortgage is $210,000 — 
WOOO difference. Right? 

Mr. Kaskell. Right. 

Mr. Simon. Is that right? 

Mr. Greenberg. That is right. 
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Mr. Simon. Wlio built that project? 

Mr, Kaskell. Doral Construction Co. 

Mr. Simon. How much did it cost ? 

Mr. Kaskell. To build the buildings ? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. Kaskell. $4,316,000. 

Mr. Simon. Was that the actual cost? V 

Mr. EIaskell. The actual cost, not including no builders’ fees. 
Mr. Simon. Has it included everything you paid any living soul! 
Mr. Kasboxl. No salary — ^yes. 

Mr. Simon. Next, Church Hill Manor. What is the name of the 
company that owns that? 

Mr. Kaskell. Church Hill Manor, Inc. 

Mr. Simon. Who are the stockholders ? 

Mr. Kaskell. Doral Construction Co. 

Mr. Simon. Who owns Doral Construction Co. ? 

Mr. BIasiuell. I do. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat is the capital stock of Church Hill Manor? 

Mr. Kaskell. $1,000. 

Mr. Simon. WTiat is the mortgage? 

Mr. Kaskell. $1,766,000. * ' 

Mr. Simon. Premium? 

Mr.‘ Kaskell; $12,156.76. 

Mr. Simon. Actual cost? 

Mr. Kaskell. $1,679,000— $1,691,000. 

Mr. Simon. Who built it? 

Mr. Kaskell. Doral Construction Co. 

Mr. Simon. Central Gardens No. 1. What is the name of the com* 
pany that owns that? 

Mr. Kaskell. Central Gardens No. 1, Inc. 

Mr. Simon. And Central Gardens No. 2. What is the name of the 
company that built that? 

Mr. Kaskell. That built it? Did you say built it? Built or owned? 
Mr. Simon. Owned it first. 

Mr. Kaskell. Central Gardens No. 1, Inc., owns it. 

Mr. Simon. Owns No. 2 also? 

Mr. Kaskell. No, No. 2 owns No. 2. 

Mr. Simon. Did Doral build them both? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What is the capital stock of each of those? 

Mr. Kaskell. The same, $1,000 on each corporation. 

Mr. Simon. Who owns the stock? 

Mr. Kaskell. Doral owns the stock of these two corporations. 

Mr. Simon. And on No. 1, they are both on leaseholds? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. No. 1, the mortgage on the leasehold is $201,000 more 
than you paid for it? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sigmon. And No. 2, if is $80,000 more than you paid for it? 
Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The mortgage on No. 1 is $2,868,000 ; the mortgage on 
No. 2 is $1,294,600? 

Mr. KIaskell. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Simon. What is the premium on No. 1 ? 

Mr. Kas35j:ll. No premium. 

Ml’. Simon. The premium on No. 2? 

Mr. Kaskell. $9,700. 

Mr. Simon. What is the cost on No. 1 ? Is it $3,090,694? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, that is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Is the cost minus the premium on No. 2, $1,425,000 ? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Fleetwood No. 1, who owns the stock in that? 

Mr. ICaskell. It is either Fleetwood or Doral. 

Mr. Simon. Either Fleetwood or Doral ? 

Mr. Greenberg. Either Doral or Mr. Alfred Kaskell. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know which one? 

Mr. Greenberg. I am quite sure it is Doral Construction Co. owning 
diestock of $1,000. 

Mr. Simon. What about No. 2? 

Mr. Greenberg. The same with No. 2. 

Mr. Simon. What is the capital stock? 

Mr. Greenberg. The same thing. 

Mr. Simon. Is the mortgage $1,595,000, the same amount in No. 2 ? 

Mr. Greenberg. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Is the cost of the land $238,100 in each case? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Is that the actual cost of the land? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

ifr. Simon. Who did you buy it from ? 

Mr. Kaskell. Cabarini and some other people. There were sev- 
eral people involved there. 

Mr. Simon. Is that what you paid them? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Is the cost on No. 1, $1,690,932, the cost on No. 2, 
§1,728,301 ? _ . 

Mr. Judd. These figures include land. 

Mr. Simon. Is that right ? 

Mr. Kaskell. What was the question? 

Mr. Judd. Mr. Simon, we have figures which I think include the 
land cost. We would have to deduct in order to' get the figures you just 
read. 

Mr. Simon. I was trying to expedite it. Wliat was the cost of No. 1 ? 
Mr. Greenberg. $1,929,000. 

Mr. Kaskell. $1,929,000. 

Mr. Simon. Does that include the cost of the land ? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What is the cost on No. 2? 

Mr. Kaskell. $1,966,000. 

Mr. Simon. Does that include the cost of the land? 

Mr. Kaskeli^. That includes the cost of the land. 

Mr. Simon. Forest Hill Terrace : What is the name of the company 
that owns that ? 

Mr. Kaskelij. Forest Hills Terrace, Inc. 

Mr. Simon. Who owns the stock of that company ? 

Mr. Kaskell. Doral Construction Co. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat is the capital stock ? 

Mr. Kaskell. $1,000. 
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Mr. Simon. What is the amount of the mortgage? I 

Mr. Kaskell. $1’, 543, 000. I 

Mr. Simon. Was there a premium? ■ 

Mr. Kaskell. No. I am almost sure there wasn’t. I 

Mr. Simon. What is the cost of the land and the buildings? I 

Mr. Kaskell. $1,647,000. I 

Mr;. Simon. Forest Hills Apartments: What is the name of the* 
company that owns it ? I 

Mr. Kaskell. Forest Hills Apartments, Inc. I 

Mr. Simon. Who owns the stock? I 

Mr. Kaskell. Doral Construction Co. I 

Mr. Simon. Capital stock? I 

Mr. Kaskell. $1,000. I 

Mr. Simon. And the amount of the mortgage? I 

Mr. Kaskell. $2,349,000. I 

Mr. Simon. Premium? I 

Mr. Kaskell. No premium. I 

Mr. Simon. Cost, including cost of the land ? I 

Mr. Kaskell. $2,506,000. I 

Mr. Simon. , Normandy : What is the name of the company that owns I 
that? I 

Mr. BIasnell. Normandy, Inc. 

Mr. Simon. Who owns the stock? 

Mr. Kaskell. Doral Construction Co, 

Mr. Simon. You own all the stock in Doral? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

. Mr. Simon. WTiat is the capital stock of Normandy? 

Mr. Kaskell. $1,000. 

Mr. Simon. Amount of the mortgage? 

Mr. Kaskell. $917,500. 

Mr. Simon. Cost of the building and the land ? 

Mr. Kaskell. $1,068,977. 

Mr. Simon. Hunter Gardens. What is the name of the company 
and who owns the stock? 

Mr. Kaskell. The Doral Construction Co. 

Mr. Simon. What is the amount of the stock? 

Mr. Kaskell. $5,000. 

Mr. Simon. Is that built on leased land ? 

Mr. Greenberg. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Who owns the land? 

Mr. Kaskell. I do, Alfred L. Kaskell. 

Mr. Simon. What is the amount of the mortgage? 

Mr. Kaskell. $1,866,800. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost of the land ? 

Mr. Kaskell. $187,000. 

Mr. Simon. What is the mortgage on the land ? 

Mr. Kaskell. $161,000. 

Mr. Simon. What was the post of the building? 

Mr. Kaskell. $1,620,000. 

Mr. Simon. Is that all of the section 608 buildings which you built- 
I appreciate you bought another one that was 90 percent completed 
but are these all the ones that you actually built ? 

Mr. Kaskell. You mean the ones I finished ? 
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Kr. Simon. Are these all the section 608’s that you actually built? 
Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The total mortgages on these 13 properties are $31,- 

791 , 000 ; is that right? 

Mr. Kaskell. What was the question? 

Mr. Simon. The total mortgages on these 13 properties, FHA- 
insured mortgages, $31,791,000; is that right? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And the total proceeds of the mortgages on the build- 
ings and the mortgages on the land exceed the cost of the buildings 
and the land by approximately $250,000 ; is that right ? 

Mr. Greenberg. By $500,000. 

Mr. Simon. By $500,000 ? 

Mr. Greenberg. Yes. That is including Hunter. I have my com- 
plete schedule which we submitted. 

Mr. Simon. That would be 13 projects? * 

Mr. Greenberg. You eliminated another one and I am including the 
Hunter Gardens. There is 14 projects. 

Mr. Simon. I thought we included Hunter Gardens. 

Mr. Greenberg. No. 

Mr. Simon. The only one I was intending to leave out temporarily 
was Forest Hills. 

Mr. Greenberg. That was where we invested $458,000. 

Mr. Simon. He didn’t build the building, though ? 

Mr. Greenberg. He finished it. 

Mr. Simon. I said excluding the one he bought 90 percent com- 
pleted. 

Mr. Kaskell. To finish it, it was more problems than to build a new 
building. 

Mr. Simon. I was asking one question at a time. I will be glad 
to get to the other. On the buildings which you built, the total 
mortgages were $31,791,000; is that right? 

Mr. Haskell. If you leave the one out. 

Mr. Simon. You didn’t build that, did you? You bought it 90 
percent completed? 

Mr. Kaskell. Ninety percent was almost meaningless. It had 
more problems for 10 percent than any other building to finish com- 
pleted. 

Mr. Simon. I have no intention of denying you the right to talk 
about that one all day, but I would like to ask you one question at 
a time. 

Mr. ICaskell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The buildings which you built from start to finish, 
$31,791,000, the ones we named; is that right? 

Mr. Kaskell. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. By what amount do the mortgage proceeds exceed the 
costs? 

Mr. Judd. Mr. Simon, if I could interject there, there is $200,000 
of premiums which we have deducted from the mortgage proceeds. 

From the figures here, it appears 

Mr. Simon. It doesn’t make any difference, Mr. Judd, whether you 
add the premium to the amount of the mortgage or whether you deduct 
It from the cost. Your answer would be the same. 
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Mr. Judd. Not quite, because on the figures that we have here after 
deducting the mortgage premium, there would be $100,000 more of 
mortgage proceeds than of costs. If we allow tlie mortgage premium 
there would be $100,000 more of costs than of actual mortgage pro^ 
ceeds, exclusive of premium, and those fibres don’t take account of 
the fact that there was at least $600,000 left in several of the buildings 
that was advanced or had been advanced by Mr. Kaskell. 

Mr. Simon. I am just asking the man a simple question, and all 
I want to know is the amount of money representing the difference 
between the mortgage proceeds on the buildings and the land on these 
projects, and the amount of money it cost him for the buildings and 
the land. 

Mr. Greenberg. On our 13 projects that you mentioned, Mr. Simon, 
the difference in the cost is greater by the mortgage by ‘ 100,000, ex- 
cluding, however, the Forest Hills Manor, where we invested $458,000. 

The Chairman. Are yOu going to answer the question or aren’t 
you? Please answer the question. 

Mr. Simon. Are you trying to tell me that on these 13 projects that 
I have mentioned, the cost of the land and the buildings exceeds the 
proceeds of the mortgages on the land and the buildings ? 

V Mr. Greenberg. Yes. I just figured that up. 

Mr. Simon. Let’s add it up one at a time. 

Mr. Greenberg. All right. Do you have the schedule ? 

Mr. Simon. I have it here and unless I can’t add 

Mr. Greenberg. That is exclusive of premiums. 

Mr. Simon. You got the premiums ; didn’t you ? 

Mr. Greenberg. No ; they were not included in the cost. 

Mr. Simon. You grot the premium money, didn’t you? 

Mr. Greenberg. Wlien you ask a question insofar as costs are con- 
'cerned, the premium has nothing to do with our actual costs. 

Mr. Simon. I didn’t say it did, but it had to do with the actual 
proceeds of the mortgage. 

Mr. Greenberg. No. The premium is not a proceed on the mort- 
gage. 

Mr. Simon. What happened to it ? What happened to the premium 
money we are talking about? 

Mr. Greenberg. It has nothing to do with the mortgage. 

Mr. Simon,. What happened to the premium ? 

Mr. Greenberg. It was deposited to the corporation and reduced the 
cost but our actual cost was greater by that amount. 

Mr. Simon. You got the premium when you sold the mortgage, 
didn’t you ? 

Mr. Greenberg. Sure we get the premium. We are not denying 
we didn’t get the premium. 

Mr. Simon. You got the premium when you sold the mortgage; 
isn’t that right? 

Mr. Greenberg. That is correct. 

The Chairman. What is it you gentlemen — you have been — we have 
had trouble with you as a witness from the very beginning. 
it you are trying to hide? Why don’t you answer the question? We 
had trouble with you. We are getting tired of it. We should have 
cited you for contempt in New York. We are getting tired of fooling 
with you gentlemen. Either answer the question or say you dont 


FHA INVESTIGATION 


3325 


ffant to answer it or we will do what we think is necessary. We are 
getting tired of you sitting there, a smile on your face, and the attitude 
jjatyou are taking. We are getting tired of it, getting tired of you 
fellows coming in here and taking that attitude. We are entitled to 
^ow and the American people are entitled to know. We, the people, 
guaranteed these mortgages. We want an accounting, 
ifr. ICaskell. I am very happy — can I say something in regard 
tothe%ures? 

The Chairman. Just answer the question. 

Ifr. Simon. I asked you 10 minutes ago whether it isn’t a fact the 
total amount of money that you received 

Mr. KaskeIxL. I will give you all the pictures you want. Will you 
please move away from here and don’t get me nervous? I will let 
you take all the pictures. It is no reason to stare. Just move away. 
I want to answer all the questions. Will you please do that? 

Mr. Simon. The question I asked 10 minutes ago is whether the 
amount of money that you received — I don’t care how you describe 
it, the amount of money that came into your pockets as the proceeds 
of the mortgages on the buildings and the proceeds of the mortgages 
mthe land, didn’t exceed the total costs of the land and the buildings 
by $250,000. 

Mr. Greenberg. $100,000 ; yes. 

Mr. Kaskell. $100,000 was the question. 

Mr. Simon. What is that ? 

Mr. Kaskell. A few minutes ago you said, Mr. Simon, $100,000. 
Mr. Simon. I said $250,000, It is $100,000 on the FHA mortgages, 
and $150,000 on the leaseholds. 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Then is the answer to my question “Yes”? 

Mr. Kaskell. J ust to that question ; yes. 

Mr. Simon. That is the same question I asked 10 minutes ago; a 
iiarter of a million dollars is the excess of mortgage proceeds over 
" the costs of the land and the building ; is that ri^t ? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. On the $13,790,000 worth of mortgages? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. On Forest Hills, you bought that project when it was 
0 percent completed ; is that right ? 

Mr. Kaskell. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. The mortgage was $2,845,000. 

Mr. Kaskell. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. The amount of money — it is built on a leasehold ; is 
lat right? 

Mr. Kaskell. I don’t think so. 

Mr. Simon. Does the building include the land? 

Mr. Kaskell. No ; leasehold. 

Mr. Simon. The building corporation owns the land ? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Now, the amount of money you paid for that building, 
ying it 90 percent completed, was so high that you ended up costing 
$458,000 more than the amount of the mortgage ? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What I don’t understand is how you could build $32 
iillion worth of buildings, with the total costs less than the amount 
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of the mortgage, when you built them yourself, why would you go 
out and buy one that already 90 percent completed where the cost 
is substantially more than the amount of the mortgage? 

Mr. BLaskell. Well these buildings, where I built myself I didn’t 
charge a builder’s fee, no salary, no expenses, no architect’s fee, where 
the other people would have to charge all this. If I would have 
charged these items in my buildings, where 1 built personally, would 
be $3^ million difference. I would have an investment of $3^ 
million. 

Mr. Simon. Is your explanation of why the Forest Hills Manor 
cost you more is the people you bought from made a builder’s profit 
and an architect’s fee and all that sort of thing ? 

Mr. Kaskell. They paid all of these things. I know for a fact 
they did pay all these things, and they owed a lot of money to 
contractors. 

Mr. Simon. Who did you buy it from ? 

Mr. Kaskell. One individual, I remember, was Slavic. 

Mr. Simon. Who ? 

Mr. Kaskell. Slavic. 

Mr. Simon. He owned it? 

Mr. Kaskell. He and 4 or 5 individuals owned it. 

Mr. Simon. How much did you pay them for the stock in their 
company? 

Mr. Kaskell. I don’t know what I paid him directly, but the total 
amount included the contractors' and them 

The Chaikman. How much did you pay them for the stock? 

You bought this property from them. What did you pay them as 
individuals? 

Mr. Kaskell. I don’t remember. I paid them a noniinal amount 
because that $400,000 they owed to contractors, approximately that. 

The Chairman. I understand. The project ended up four-hun- 
dred-some-thousand. dollars less or more than the proceeds of the 
mortgage. 

You bought it. It was about 90 percent complete. Now we want 
to know, how much did you pay the people from whom you purchased 
it ? Did you pay them $1, $1 million, or $10,000 ? 

Mr. Kaskell. Senator, I didn’t get you. Did you say the $400,000 
was the building cost less than the mortgage ? 

The Chairman. More. 

Mr. Kaskell. The building cost more. The stock, I paid a few 
thousand dollars. 

The Chairman. How much ? 

Mr. Kaskell. I don’t know. Maybe a couple of thousand dollars. 
Maybe $20,000. A very nominal amount. 

The Chairman. Wouldn’t your bookkeeper know ? 

Mr. Greenberg. Offhand I don’t know. v f 

The Chairman. A big project and you do not have the slightest 

idea? , t r;i nnf 

Mr. Greenberg. We have the record but unfortunately, 1 clid not 

put it on my schedule here. ^ • f 

Mr. Simon. What I am interested in knowing is, here is a project in 
which the Government has a $2,845,000 commitment, and you bougn 
it 90 percent completed, and I am interested in knowing how mucn 
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you value, or how much these sellers value a project in wliich the 
Government had $2 million, almost $3 million. 

;^SKELL. As far as they are concerned, they were in trouble. 
They owed that amount of money to the contractors, and they came 
over to me and said they were in trouble, and would I come in there 
and see. I figured out that the buildings would be worth to me that 
amount of money. I paid out to the contractors about $400,000 and 
I gave back that amount of money. It was a nominal amount, 
fc. Simon. How much did they have invested in the project? 

Mr. Kaskell. As I said offhand, I would say no more than 

The Chairman. You do not remember at the moment how much 
you paid for it. 

Mr. Kaskell. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Would you secure for us tomorrow and send down 
m affidavit showing exactly how much you paid for it and to whom 
you paid it. 

Mr. Kaskeix. I will be able to give it to you in an hour. I will call 
on^e telephone. 

(The iniormation referred to follows :) 

State of New Yohk, 

County of New York, ss: 

Alfred L. Kaskell, being duly sworn, deposes and says : 

The records of Carol Management Corp. indicate that Frank Foggpn was 
employed by Carol Management Corp. for the period beginning June 1, 1950, and 
ended December 31, 1953. 

Mr. Foggin received during this period salaries totaling $61,038.71. 

The stock of Forest Hill Manor, Inc., which was acquired by me in November 
1949, was purchased for the sum of $1,000. In addition to the purchase price, 
I assumed payment of outstanding liabilities in excess of $400,000 which had been 
incurred by the corporation. The $1,000 purchase price was equivalent to the 
H,OOOpar value of the stock acquired. 

Alfred L. Kaskell. 

Sworn to before me this 11th day of October 1954. 

Sol Katz, 

Notary Public, State of New York. 

Term expires March 30, 1956. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know how much they paid for this project? 

Mr. Kaskell. A very nominal amount. That is the amount I gave 
them back. 

Mr. Simon. You gave them back all they had invested? 

Mr. Kaskell. Approximately that amount. 

Mr. Simon. They were building a $3 million project with less than 
820,000 invested? _ 

Mr. Kaskell. Tliat is right. They got themselves in trouble. 

The Chairman. Did you know that the cost was going to be $400,000 
some more than the mortgage proceeds when you purchased it? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, I did. 

The Chairman. You knew it then? 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes. 

The Chairman. You still bought it? 

Mr. Kaskell. I still bought it. 

Mr. Simon. Frank Foggin — ^have you been able to find out since 
Monday how much he gets paid? 

Mr. Kaskell. No. I am sure it is less than $15,000 a year. 

Mr. Simon. We asked you on Monday 

Mr. Kaskell. I was here. I didn’t go home. 
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Mr. Simon. Couldn’t you have called New York to find out how 
much he giets paid ? 

Mr. KIabkbll. You didn’t ask me to. I would be glad. However, 

I will give you that same information by telephone. 

Mr. Simon. Wait a minute, Mr. Kaskell. On Monday we asked 
you under oath how much this man got paid. He has been working for 
you for how long ? 

Don’t you know how long he has been working? 

Mr. Kaskell. He worked for me for about 3 years, I would say. 
Mr. Simon. You hired him from FHA? 

Mr. Kaskell. After he left the FHA. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t he go to work for you immediately on leaving 
FHA? 

Mr. Kaskell. No. I think he was away for a couple of weeks or 
so. 

•Mr. Simon. He took a vacation, is that right ? 

Mr. Easkell. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Then he went to work for you. You don’t know how 
much you paid him. 

Mr. Kaskell. I say less than $16,000 a year. 

Mr. Simon. Is that $15,000 a year or $14,099 ? 

The Chairman. Will you telephone New York then? 

Mr. Simon. I will be able to give it to you exactly. I will give it to 
you on the penny. I will call on the telephone and get you the exact 
figures to the penny. (See p. 3327.) 

Mr. Simon. I don’t understand why you didn’t do that yesterday. 
Mr. Kaskell. Nobody said a word to me. 

Mr. Simon. I asked you on Monday. 

Mr. Kaskell. I said it was less than $15,000 and you were satisfied 
with the answer. 

The Chairman. Mr. Kaskell, let me say this in all good humor. 
That is why we kind of get out of sorts with you as we say in Indiana. 
We asked you this on Monday. You are here on Wednesday. 

Mr. Kaskell. You kept me here. I didn’t go home. 

The Chairman. I am saying it in good humor. Let’s all smile. 
Mr. Judd. Senator, we have been sitting here waiting to be called. 
We told Mr. Simon — Mr. Simon asked us whether we paid as much as 
$25,000, we said no, we were sure it was less than $15,000 and we 
thought that was a satisfactory answer. I am sorry if it is not. We 

have been trying to cooperate. . -it 

The Chairman. You are a large corporation. You deal in millions. 
As you said yesterday, $60,000 to you isn’t anything, even $100,000 is 
a small amount. We expect you to have good records. You have to 
have an accountant that knows more of what he is doing. We know 
more about your business than you do. 

Mr. Kaskell. We have very good records. If you will ask me 1 

will check them. , . 

Mr. Simon. I take it if I continue to ask you questions about tnis 
$1,079,000 of transactions with Traub that all you could tell me is what 
your books show, is that correct? 

Mr. Kaskell. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You wouldnx be able to tell us what any of these trans- 
actions were about? 

Mr. Kaskell. No, sir, I cannot. 
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Mr. Simon. You have seen this sheet of paper I have, four pages 
long* 

llr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You have no independent recollection what any of those 
transactions are about ? 

Mr. Kaskell. No. 

The Chairman. Give us that information this afternoon. 

Mr. Kenney wants to ask a couple of questions. 

Mr. Kenney. In your experience as a builder, what would be a fair 
fee for the builder to earn constructing buildings of this type ? 

Mr. Kaskell. At least 5 percent. 

Mr. Kenney. That would be w^here there is no speculation. Where 
it is done on a speculative basis the builder’s fee would depend on the 
success of the project and still be 6 percent. 

Mr. Kaskell. It runs between the minimum, between 5 and 20 per- 
cent. The minimum under the worst speculative conditions you pay 
5 percent. 

Mr. Simon. Are you confusing a builder’s fee with a builder’s profit ? 
Mr. Kaskell. No, a builder’s fee. Mr. Simon, I am sorry you did 
not give me a chance to explain these things. If you will just take 1 
minute, I am sure the people would be very interested to know, and I 
felt myself proud to come down here. 

Mr. Simon. I would be happy to have you explain that but I would 
be even happier if you could explain these $1,079,000 transactions with 
Traub because I think .the people would be interested in knowing 
those, too. 

Mr. Kaskell. I would be very happy. It is very simple. You 
make a big production of it but it is very simple. 

On these amounts, in 4 years’ time, I gave him a certain amount, he 
save me back and they check out to the penny. We have the records. 
However, if you pick up one item in the middle and say what did 
you do with the $25,000, the day before I gave him probably $50,000 — 
you can’t pick it out of there. 

However, let me tell you this. I lost in an FHA job $250,000. 
Nobody knew about that. 

The Chairman. All right. 

Answer Mr. Kenny’s question, please. ' 

Mr. Kaskell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kenney. What would be a fair profit ,to you in constructing 
these projects ? 

Mr. Kaskell. A fair profit? 

Mr. Kenney. Yes. You haven’t included it in your cost, but what 
would be a fair profit ? 

Mr. Kaskell. About 15 percent. 

Mr. &.NNEY. Do you know whether or not you were able to rent 
these units on the basis of FHA estimates ? 

Mr. Kaskell. Whether I was able to rent them ? 

Mr. Kenney. Yes. Were you able to get die rents that the FHA 
estimated or did you rent at less than the FHA estimated rents? 

Mr. Kaskell. I think I got about the rent. First, 1 was building 
hreproof, the most of them were fireproof apartments, and the fact 
js I maintained all of them, and I am very proud, not only of this, but 
if somebody in tiiis room Imows me I have got three awards for the 
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best building in Queens in 13 years’ time, and I am very proud of my 
record. I tmnk I built the finest houses in Queens. 

Mr. Kenney. Are these a profitable investment to you? 

Mr, Kaskeli,. Yes, they are. 

Mr. Kenney. Are they paying net income above depreciation? 

Mr. KLaskell. Yes, they do. If the Government feels it made any 
mistake lending me the money, if the Government wants the money 
back without any penalty to me, I am sure I could refinance all this 
here and pay up the Government completely, if they feel they made a 
mistake with me. 

The Chairman. Why don’t you doit? 

Mr. Kaskell. Let them give me permission. Without a penalty, 
I am sure I could do it. It is beautiful buildings. 

The Chairman. I do not know the purpose of Mr. Kenney’s ques- 
tions, but in your situation, you owned the building company. 

Mr. ICASKEiAi. I do. 

The Chairman. That built them — you own the projects you still 
own them. 

Mr. KaskeIjL. That is right. 

The Chairman. And the Government guaranteed the mortgage on 
them? 

Mr. Kaskell. That is right. 

The Chairman. Therefore, you do not pay yourself for mowing 
your own yard, do you ? 

Mr. Kaskell. x es, 1 do. Senator. I didn’t take no salary for these 
buildings, for 4 or 5 years. I must live from somewheres. 

The Chairman. Of course you didn’t. You own the buildings. 

Mr. Kaskell. But I have to live during the time. 

The Chairman. I get so sick and tired of listening to questions like 
Mr. Kenney asked you a while ago and the things you fellows try to 
put over. You fellows own these buildings when you get all through. 
Nobody would quarrel with you on this matter. There is very little 
mortgaging out in your case, but if you would reduce the amount of 
the mortgage^^ 

Mr. Kaskell. Whatever this gentleman’s name is, I think these 
were the most practical questions asked me today. 

The Chairman. Of course, you do. Mr. Kenney was with FHA 
20 years. 

Mr. Kaskell. I could have added on 10 percent and had an invest- 
ment of 3% million. I didn’t charge myself any salary, I have to live 
somewhere. I worked for nothing in these buildings for several years. 
Do you think that is fair ? 

The Chairman. All right. I am not going to belabor the point. 
The point is you own the property when you got all through and you 
still own it. 

Mr. Kaskell. I do. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Kaskell, do you think the Government ought to 
socialize the housing industry ? 

Mr. Kaskell. No, but let nje tell you another thing 

The Chairman. Let me ask you something. I am going to get 
right down to the nub of this whole business with you builders. 

Mr. Kaskell. I wish you would. 

' The Chairman. I am not so certain that somebody oughtn’t to. 
You tell me that you builders now are wanting to build these build- 
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ings, have the Government guarantee them, you make a profit on them, 
get all of your money back and make a profit and continue to own 
Jiein. I am going to say to you if that is what is going to happen in 
the United States the Government is going to build the buildings. 

Jlr. Kaskell. J list a minute, Senator, that is a very good question. 

tetme tell you. New York City 

The Chairman. That is the position you gentlemen are taking. 

Mr. Kaskell. New York City is building the same units as I am 
building, New York City, that is of record and the city of New York 
is paying between $12,000 and $13,000 a unit, which I produced for 
$3,000, and if the Government would build it, probably the Govern- 
ment, it would cost them $15,000 a unit. 

The Chairman. I have heard that argument. I am getting a little 
sick and tired of you private enterprisers, you builders, coming in here 
and insisting and saying that we will not get any rental housing, 
unless we permit you to make a profit. Guarantee the mortgages, 
and permit you to build them and make a profit and take it home with 
you. I don’t mind telling you that if the Government is going to 
guarantee the mortgages and guarantee you a profit and continue to 
let you own it, I think maybe the Federal Government ought to own it. 
i Mr. Kaskell. It would cost the Government 50 percent more. 

The Chairman. I think your attitude and what you Have done here 
basset back the private enterprise system in building to a big degree. 

Mr. Kaskell. I do not want to argue with you. If the Government 
woidd build these houses it would cost the Government from past ex- 
perience, even the city or State, 50 percent more than it would cost 
the private builder. 

The Chairman. If the private industry builds them for the Gov- 
ernment is private industry cheating the Goveniment because they 
charge them more than when they build them for themselves? 

Mr. Kaskell. No, No cheating, but there is no overhead, salary, 
architect's fee, there is no builder’s fee. 

The Chairman. Any questions? 

Thank you very much. Get us that information this afternoon, 
will you please ? 

Mr. Judd. Thank you. 

Is it all right if we send that down by telegram this afternoon ? 

The Chairman. You can do as you please. We may subpena you for 
other hearings if you do not get it down. 

W^e have had more trouble with you people than any other witnesses 
we have had. We and I want to say this to you : we are still going to 
check into this million some dollars, not only with you people, and 
j'lr. Iraub-— don’t get the idea that we are through. We are not 
Wirough. We are going to continue checking it and so is the Internal 
revenue Service. We are also going to turn it over to the Attornev 
heneral to check it. ^ 

Mr. Judd. We. are perfectly willing to give any further information 
ihat IS requested. 

The (hiAiRMAN. We really want to do something worthwhile. If 
ou are honest about it you will take the list and give us an explana- 
yom- transactions which you say you can do from 

wm? ‘ you have there represents now 4 weeks 

oik by Mr. Greenberg and his assistants trying to correlate the 

500J)0— 64— pt. 4 40 
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checks of Mr. Traub that your investigators reported to us against 
our books. 

Mr. SxMON. All it does is take the entries off your books. It does 
not tell us where the money went or what it was for. 

Mr. Judd. We were asked how the entries were treated on our books. 
That is what we provided. 

I am sorry if it does not give you all you want. 

The Chairman. Just give us the information we ask for instead of 
coming in here and not giving us full and complete disclosure of the 
wholehusiness. 

In other words, I am saying we are not through with you. You are 
excused now, but we are going to get to you again. We are going to 
find out. 

We will keep at it until we find out what you did with that money. 
Mr. Judd. We have tried to give you everything we think is im- 
portant. 

The Chairman. No you haven’t. 

Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Ben Cohen, will you please come forward ? 

Will you be sworn, Mr. (Johen V 

Do you soleipnly swear the testimony that you are about to give will 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 

God? 

TESTIMONY OF BEN COHEN, ALLAN APARTMENTS, NORFOLK, VA, 
ETC., ACCOMPANIED BY JACOB KARTMAN, COUNSEL 

Mr. Cohen. I do. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. You may proceed, Mr. 
Counsel. 

Mr. Simon. Will you give your name and address to the reporter? 
Mr. Cohen. Ben Cohen, 2518 Talbot Road, Baltimore, Md. 

Mr. Simon. I heard the “Baltimore,” but 1 didn’t hear the street 
address. 

Mr. Cohen. Talbot Road. 

Mr. Simon. And the street address ? 

Mr. Cohen. 2518. 

Mr. Simon. 2518 Talbot Road, Baltimore, Md. 

Mr. Cohen. Yes. 

The Chairman. The gentleman with you is your attorney? 

Mr. Cohen. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What is your occupation, Mr. Cohen ? 

Mr. Cohen. Construction. 

Mr. Simon. Builders? 

Mr. Cohen. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Are you also interested in Pimlico Racetrack? 

Mr. Cohen. Yes ; that is an investment. 

Mr. Simon. Are you one of the major stockholders? 

Mr. Cohen. One of the stockholders. 

Mr. Simon. Are you the builder of Allan Apartments at Norfolk? 
Mr. Cohen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What is the name of the company that built Alien 
Apartments? 

Mr. Cohen. Housing Engineering Corp. 
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j£i\ Simon. Housing Engineering Corp. What is the capital stock 

(jf that company? 

Cohen. Which company ? 

Hr. Simon. Housing Engineering Co. 

Hr.ICvRTMAN. Housing or Allan? , -u- g 

Hr. Simon. Does Housing Engineering Co. own the building 5 
Hr. Cohen. No. Allan Apartments Corp. owns the building. 

Hr. Simon. Allan Apartments Corp. owns it. 

Hr. Cohen. That is right. 

Hr. Simon. \Wiat is the capital stock of Allan Apartments Corp. ? 
Hr. Cohen. $100. 

Hr. Simon. $100 total capital stock? 

Hr. Cohen. That is right. 

Hr. Simon. Who owns that stock ? 

Mr. -C ohen. Housing Engineering Corp. 

Mr. Simon. What is the capital stock of Housing Engineering 

Corp.? ^ . rr^i X- 

Mr. Cohen. I do not have it. I do not have it here. That question 

was not asked last time. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know what it is? 

Mr. Cohen. The actual 

Mr. Simon. Capital stock of Housing Engineering Corp. 

Mr. Cohen. I would say it is nominal. 

Mr. Simon. What is nominal, a hundred dollars? 

Mr. Cohen. Less than a hundred thousand, less than $50,000, 


maybe 

Mr. Simon. Less than $1,000 ? 

Mr. Cohen. No ; I wouldn’t say it is less than $1,000. 

Mr. Simon. Less than $1,500 ? 

The Chairman. Mr. Cohen, do you own the stock? 

Mr. Cohen. No; it is owned by several people. 

Mr. Simon. Who are the stockholders ? 

Mr. Cohen. Well, let’s say the family. 

Mr. Simon. How is that? 

Mr. Cohen. The family. 

Mr. Simon. You and your family own it all? 

Mr. Cohen. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. I take it you put up the money and gave it to your 
family ? 

Mr. Cohen. No; the family happens to have money. 

Mr. Simon. How much of the stock do you own? 

Mr, Cohen. Maybe 10, maybe 12% percent. 

Sli\ Simon. The rest of it is owned by members of your family ? 

Mr. Cohen. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. How much did you pay for your stock? 

Mr. Cohen. Less than a thousand dollars. 

Mr. Simon. Less than a thousand ? 

Mr. Cohen. Yes. Would that pin it down close enough for you? 
Mr. Simon. That would make the total less than $10,000; is that 
right? 

Mr. Cohen. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. But you do not know how much less than $10,000? 

Mr. Cohen. Let’s say a tliousand dollars for the whole thing. 
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The Chaikman. We want the facts, Mr. Cohen. 

Mr. Cohen. I cannot 

The Chairman. Don’t take this thing too lightly. We want 
facts. That is all. 

Mr. Cohen. I thought the $10,000 was pinning it down low enough 
for you. 

The Chairman. It is strange to me that you do not know the exact 
amount. 

Mr. Cohen. Well, sir, I brought all the information. 

The Chairman. It seems strange to me you could not remember 
that. 

Mr. Cohen. Senator, I do not want to get, I mean, I don’t want to 
argue with you. At the last 

The Chairman. We have had so much trouble with the last wit- 
nesses over a period of 30 days that I “have just lost my patience a 
little bit. 

Mr. Cohen. I don’t choose for you to lose your patience with me, 
sir. 

The Chairman. This is the first time you have been a witness. I 
have lots of patience with you but the other gentlemen ahead of you, 
for the last 30 days we have just had nothing but grief and trouble 
and I lost my patience with them. 

Mr. Kartman. Senator, there is no desire to hide that capitalization. 
If it is sufficiently important we will get you the exact figure. 

Mr. Cohen does not have it in mind and does not have the figures. 

He states to you it is comparatively nominal. If that isn’t sufficient, 
I can call Baltimore during a recess and get you the exact information. 

The Chairman. Of course you can. 

Mr. Simon. Allan Apartments^ 

Mr. Cohen. I would say this, sir. For satisfactory figures, it was 
either a thousand, or $10,000. We can clear that. 

Mr. Simon. This capital stock of Allan Apartments you know was 
$100, and of Housing Engineering it was eitlier $1,000 or $10,000. 

Mr. Cohen. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. The project is built on Government land ? . i 

Mr. Cohen. The project is built on leased land from the Govern* 
ment. 

Mr. Simon. And it is a T5-year lease? 

Mr. Cohen. The lease is 75 years, subject to cancellation in 503^ 
years, if the mortgage is paid off. 

Mr. Simon. And what is the annual rent you pay the Government? 

Mr. Cohen. $100 for the land. . ' 

Mr. Simon, llie FHA mortgage is $2,412,000 ? 

Mr. Cohen. $700. 

Mr. Simon. $2,412,700. 

Mr. Cohen. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Who built the building? 

Mr. Cohen. Housing Engineering Corp. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost to Housing Engineering Corp. of 
building the building? 

Mr. &HEN. The actual job cost, that is, on the job, exclusive of over* 
head, maybe insurance, and social security, is $2,388,289. ! 

The Chairman. This came under the Wlierry Act ? 

Mr. Cohen. Yes. 
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Mr. Simon. You were interviewed in executive session, weren’t you ? 
Mr. Cohen. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did you give them that cost at the executive session? 
Mr. Cohen. Yes. These are the same figures I had with me at the 
executive session. 

Mr. Simon. Then you also built Penn Manor, did you ? 

Mr. Cohen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the name of the company that owned the 
building there? 

Mr. Kartman. May we ask that the photographers step back ? 

The Chaerman. It that is your wish. 

Mr. Cohen. I cannot look at you 

The Chairman. All you have to do is make the request, Mr. Witness. 
Mr. Cohen. They look like jumping jacks. 

The Chairman. It is the request of the witness that the photograph- 
ers take no photographs, and we will have to ask you to stand aside. 

Mr. Kartman. If they want to take them now and be done with it, 
all right. 

The Chairman. I think we had better do that for Mr. Cohen. 

Move over a little bit to the right or the left. 

Mr. Cohen. I should like to face you, sir, when I talk. 

The Chairman. That is right, of course. 

Mr. Simon. Penn Manor — what is the name of the corporation that 
owns that project? 

Mr. Cohen. Penn Manor Apartments are owned 50 percent of the 
stock i^own by Herman Cohen, 50 percent is owned by Ben Cohen. 

Mr. Simon. What is the amount of the capital stock ? 

Mr. Cohen. $1,000. 

Mr. Simon. What is the amount of the mortgage ? 

Mr. Cohen. You mean the original mortgage or the balance today ? 
Mr. Kartman. All these questions pertain to the original mortgage, 
not the present balance. 

Mr. Simon. Yes ; I have a figure of $2,465,200, the original mortgage. 
Is that the right amount ? 

Mr. Cohen. Exactly. 

Mr. Simon. Who built the building ? 

Mr. Cohen. Penn Manor Construction Corp. 

Mr. Simon. The sponsor was the builder : is that right? 

Mr. Cohen. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost? 

Mr. Cohen. J ob cost, as stated before, is $2,377,423. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Cohen, I see you have a transcript there of your 
executive session testimony. 

Mr. Kartman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Would you turn to page 8461? I was not present at 
the executive session, but you were asked this question about Allan 
Apartments : 

What was the amount of the mortgage there? 

Mr. Cohen. $2,412,700. 

Question. What was the total cost? 

Mr. Cohen. Just a little under $2 million. 

Mr. Cohen. You were not talking about Allan. You are off of 
Allan now. 

Mr. Kartman. You are going back. 
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Mr. SntoN. I went back because you told me a second ago that 
your cost in Allan was $2,388,000. I had to look through the tran- 
script to find the spot but 2 weeks ago you told us it was a little under 
$2 million. 

Mr. Cohen. Thanks for correcting me. I have a figure here. 

I mistook it. I misquoted those figures, I am sorry. I do have the 
figures, the mortgage. 

Under that figure I have $2,388,289. I don’t know what that is, but 
I do have that the construction cost was $451,262 less than the 
mortgage. 

That is a job cost, and if we deduct that, I could answer Ijhai ques- 
tion directly. I am sorry. 

I had no intention. 

Mr. Simon. In any event, on Allan Apartments, the costs exceeded 
the mortgage by $45 1 ,000, is that right ? 

Mr. Cohen. That is correct. 

Mr. Kartman. That isn’t correct, I am sorry, sir. The costs— you 
say the costs exceeded the mortgage? It is just the opposite. 

Mr. Simon. I am sorry. The mortgage exceeded the costs by $451,- 
000. There was what we call a windfall of $451,000. 

Mr. Kartman. I know what you intended to say. 

I think you said the very opposite. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you, sir. 

Going: back to Penn Manor, the mortgage there was $2,486,200. 

Mr. Kartman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon, And your costs were what? 

Mr. Kartman, $2,377,423. 

Mr. Simon. Now there, again, you have a different figure from 
what you gave us in executive session. There you said $2,330,000. 

Mr. Cohen. I have it here. Wait a minute. Wlien he developed 
these figures I developed them on the basis of the difference between 
the cost, and the construction cost, and I have here, construction cost— 
if you want them that way, we can give them to you — $135,205 less, 
the actual job costs 

Mr. Simon. Let me see if we can expedite this. The Allan Apart- 
ments — 

Mr. Cohen. $2,330,000 is correct. 

The difference in it was $135,206. 

Mr. Simon. That is the exact figure I have. 

Mr. Cohen. I developed them a little different than the questions 
were asked. 

Mr. Simon. Let me see if we can expedite this. Allan Apartments 
is at what military base ? 

Mr. Cohen. Allan Apartments is not on a base, it is adjacent to the 
Naval Operating Station. 

Mr. Simon. At Norfolk? 

Mr. Cohen. At Norfolk. 

Mr. Simon. Penn Manor ia located at Penn Sauken, N. J. ? 

Mr. Cohen. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. That is a project of 308 units? 

Mr. Cohen. 308 is correct. 

Mr. Simon. You built Penning Apartments in the District of Co- 
lumbia here? 
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Mr. Cohen. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Where is that ? 

Mr. Cohen. That is on Benning Road. 

Mr. Simon. In the District? 

Mr. Cohen. In the District of Columbia. 

Mr. Simon. That is 92 apartments? 

Mr. Cohen. 92 apartments. 

Mr. Simon. You built Howard Apartments? 

Mr. Cohen. In Portsmouth, Va. 

Mr. Simon. 119 units? Is that right? 

Mr. Cohen. I think so. Either 119, or 150. I have a record here 
of it. 119. 

Mr. Simon. 119 units. You built Silver Hill Apartments, of 216 
units. 

Mr. Cohen. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. And where is it located ? 

Mr. Cohen. Suitland, Md. 

Mr. Simon. Suitland, Md. ? 

Mr. Cohen. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. The capital stock there was $400 ? 

Mr. Cohen. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. You built River Apartments, Norfolk, Va. ? 

Mr. Cohen. River Point Apartments. 

Mr. Simon. River Point Apartments? 

Mr. Cohen. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. That is 220 units ? 

Mr. Cohen. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Wliere is that? 

Mr. Cohen. That is in Norfolk, Va. 

Mr. Simon. What is the street address? 

Air. Cohen. There is three streets. It is behind the DuPaul Hospi- 
tal, on Granby Street, and this is behind that. It is on Newport 
Avenue, facing it. 

Mr. Simon. You built Riverside Apartments at Newport News, Va. ? 
Mr. Cohen. River Drive Apartments. 

Mr. Simon. River Drive? 

Mr. Cohen. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. That is 208 units? 

Mr. Cohen. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know the street address there ? 

Mr. Cohen. 73d and River Drive, Newport News, Va. 

Mr. Simon. You built 

Mr. Cohen. The fact is it is not Newport News. It is Warwick City, 
which is adjacent to Newport News. 

Mr. Simon. Then you built Monroe Park Apartments ? 

Mr. Cohen. Wilmington, Del. 

Mr. Simon. That is how many units ? 

Mr. Cohen. 606. 

Mr. Simon. 606 units, and there you had a substantial capital. The 
capital stock was $6,000 ? 

Mr. Cohen. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. And the mortgage was $6,296,000? 

Mr. Cohen. Yes— 100. 
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Mr. Simon. You built Lee Housing in Portsmouth? 

Mr. Cohen. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. How many units was that? 

Mr. Cohen. 250. 

Mr. Simon. And where is that located in Portsmouth ? 

Mr. Cohen. George Washin^on Highway. 

Mr. Simon. And you built Highland Apartments ; is that right? 

Mr. Cohen. Yes, Gloucester, N. J. 

Mr. Simon. How do you spell that? 

Mr. Cohen. G-l-o-u-c-e-s-t-e-r. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know the street? 

Mr. Cohen. No. It is a large — it is off of Market Street, right off 
of Market. 

Mr. Simon. 320 units? 

Mr. Cohen. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Then the last one you built is Eastern Avenue Apart- 
ments in the District? 

Mr. Cohen. That is not the last one. That was built in 1943. 

Mr. Simon. I am sorry. I didn’t mean the last in point of time but 
the last of those you built? 

Mr. Kartman. The last on your list, probably. 

Mr. Simon. Yes. You built Eastern Apartments? 

Mr. Cohen. On Eastern Avenue. 

Mr. Simon. In the District? 

Mr. Cohen. In the District and in Maryland. It is on Eastern 
Avenue line. Part of it is in Maryland, part of it is in the District. 

Mr. Simon. What street is it on ? 

Mr. Cohen. Eastern Avenue divides it. One part of it is in the 
District, the other part is in Seat Pleasant, Md., and another part is in 
Fairmont Heights, Md. 

' Mr. Simon. That is 420 units. 

Mr. Cohen. That is 120 to be exact. 

Mr. Simon. Does that list comprise all of the FHA insured projects 
you built ? 

Mr. Cohen. There is one in conjunction, practically finished that 
you have not asked about. 

Mr. Simon. I haven’t asked you about the Oceana Airbase because 
I understand it is not finished. 

Mr. Cohen. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. I couldn’t expect you to give us your costs until you 
finish it. 

Does that list include all the projects that are finished? 

Mr. Cohen. That includes all the projects we built. 

Mr. Simon. All the projects you built under the Federal Housing 
Act. 

Mr. Cohen. Under sections 608 and 103. We built under section 
207 in 1939. 

Mr. Simon. This is all the sjection G08’s and Wherry Acts you built? 

Mr. Cohen. Yes. We own a couple of others. 

Mr. Kartman. Mr. Simon, let’s not have any confusion. Mr. Cohen 
emphasizes these are all they had built. They had purchased 1 or 2 
others and he doesn’t want you to be- 

Mr. Cohen. I understand. 


FHA INVESTIGATION 3339 

The Chaikman. We have no interest in the ones he purchased be- 
cause he would have no control. 

Ml’. Simon. He would have no control over the costs on those he 
! bought. The mortgages on these — the total on these mortgages is 
^0,500,000? 

Mr. UOHEN. I calculated that back here, while waiting, and I made 

the $19,917,600. That is close but I don’t Imow 

Mr. Simon. Is the excess of mortgage proceeds over cost, $2,800,000? 
Mr. Cohen. I made the job costs, exclusive of overhead, and other 
things, of $17,315,000. 

Mr. Simon. $17,300,000 against nineteen million dollars what? 

Mr. Cohen. Against $19,917,000. 

Mr. Simon. That should be $2,600,000. 

Mr. Cohen. Around $2,600,000. 

Mr. Simon. Is your $2,600,000 figure based on your first cost of 
Allan Apartments or your second one? You recall we were off there. 

Mr. Cohen. Allan, while it is completely occupied and built, we 
BtiU haven’t paid all our bills on that necessarily. 

Mr. Simon. Whether it is my figure of $2,800,000, or your figure 
$2,600,000 

Mr. Cohen. It really doesn’t matter. 

Mr. Simon. We are not very far apart. 

Mr. Cohen. No. 

Mr. Simon. And whether it is $19,900,000 of mortgages or $20,- 

500,000 of mor^ages 

Mr. Cohen. Close enough. 

Mr. Simon. So on roughly $20 million worth of mortgages, the 
mortgage proceeds exceed the cost by about $2,600,000 or $2,800,000. 
The Chairman. You haven’t sold any of these projects? You still 
own all of them ? 

Mr. Cohen. We own all of them at the present time. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Cohen, did you get any premiums on these mort- 
gages? 

&. Cohen. If premiums were on them, the premium was taken into 
the income. 

Mr. Simon. And used to reduce the cost ? 

Mr. Cohen. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. So the figures we have are net after adjustment for 
premium ? 

Mr. Cohen. The figures that you have are net after premium. Then 
there is a charge on a lot of these for overhead and compensation iri- 
aumce, social security, other things. In other words, the net is quite 
a mt different between the gross or the figure you quote. 

The Chairman. Any further questions? 

Mr. ICartman. Are we excused, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Chairman. Yes : you are excused. 

Our next witness will be Mr. Fred Schneider. Come forward, Mr. 
ochneider, please. May I have your attention, please? The Gen- 
eral Accounting Office officials, Arthur M. Chaite, Ian Woodner, 
fjarehall Granger, will not be needed until 2 o’clock this afternoon, 
It that will be of any convenience to you. You may leave the room 
and we will see you at 2 o’clock. That is the General Accounting 
umce officials, Arthur M. Chaite, Ian Woodner, and Marshall Granger! 
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We will call you at 2 o’clock this afternoon. You may leave the 
room now. 

Now, Mr. Schneider^ is it, will you please be sworn? Do you 
solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, 
the whole truth and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

TESTIMONY OE PEED SCHNEIDER, RHODE ISLAND PLAZA 
APARTMENTS, WASHINGTON, D. C., ETC. 

Mr. Schneider. I do. 

The Chairman. Please be seated and give your full name and 
address to the reporter and then you may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Schneider. Fren Schneider, that is S-c-h-n-e-i-d-e-r. 

Mr. Simon. Your address, Mr. Schneider? 

Mr. Schneider. 701 North Wa 3 Uie Street. 

Mr. Simon. Wayne? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes; Arlington, Va. 

Mr. Simon. Are you the builder of the Rhode Island Plaza Apart- 
ments in the District? 

Mr. Schneider. I am. 

Mr. Simon. What w'as the name of the company that owns the 
project ? 

Mr. Schneider. Rhode Island, Inc. 

Mr. Simon. What is the capital stock of Rhode Island, Inc.? 

Mr. Schneider. $1,000. 

Mr. Simon. $1,000? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes, sir ; or $200. I don’t remember. 

The Chairman. Is it a thousand or two hundred ? 

Mr. Schneider. Senator, I don’t recall. It is either a thousand or 
two hundred. 

Mr. Simon. The information I have, Mr. Schneider, is that you 
own 100 shares for which you paid $100 and Marvin Slossberg owns 
100 shares for which he paid $100 and the total is $200. 

Mr. Schneider. $200. That is Melvin Slossberg. 

Mr. Simon. The capital is $200? 

Mr. Schneider. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. The mortgage is $3i/^ million ? 

Mr. Schneider. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Who built the building? 

What was the name of the construction company or was there no 
construction company ? 

Mr. Schneider. I believe Rhode Island, Inc., built that job them- 
selves. 

Mr. Simon. The ^onsor was the builder? 

Mr. Schneider. The sponsors, Fred Schneider and Melvin Sloss- 
berg were the sponsors. 

Mr. Simon. The corporation ? 

Mr. Schneider. The corporation built the building. 

Mr. Simon. The same corporation owns tlie building? 

Mr. Schneider. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. It is built on leased land; is it? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Who owns the land it is built on ? 
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Mr. Schneider. Melvin Slossberg, Fred Schneider, Lewis Zions, 
and Adele Cohen. 

Mr. Simon. Is the ground rent 7,985 a year ? 

Mr. Schneider. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And the building has to pay that amount of ground 
rent to you ownere for 99 years ? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. That comes ahead of the mortgage? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost of constructing the building? 

Mr. Schneider. Approximately three-million-two-hundred-thou- 
said-some-odd dollars. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know how much ? 

Mr. Schneider. Not the exact figure. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have any books or records ? 

Mr. Schneider. No; I do not, Mr. Simon. I have them but I 
don’t have them with me. 

Mr. Simon. We have been trying for a couple of months to find out 
from you what these costs were. 

Mr. Schneider. I assumed vou would want them. I just sent my 
auditor down to get them. On the subpena they didnX ask me to 
bring any records and I didn’t do so. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t you appear in executive session some time ago ? 
Mr. Schneider. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. They asked you then what the cost was ; didn’t they? 

Mr. Schneider. I believe they did. 

Mr. Simon. That was on June 16 ? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And even though you didn’t know what the costs were 
then, haven’t you tried to find out since then ? 

Mi\ ScHNEinp, We had certain memorandum figures at that time, 
Mr. Simon, which I haven’t at this time, but I will have them within 
a half hour. 

Mr. Simon. You say it was $3,200,000 ? 

Mr. Schneider. The mortgage was $3,500,000 approximately. 

Mr. Simon. And the costs were ? 

Mr. Schneider. Around three-million-two-hundred-fifty-thousand- 
some dollars. 

The Chairman. A difference of about $300,000? 

Mr. Schneider. A little less, Senator. 

Mr. Simon. Was there a premium on the mortgage ? 

Mr. Schneider. Well, we sold the mortgage. 

Mr. Simon. Did you get a premium when you sold it ? 

Mr. Schneider. On a monthly payment basis. 

Mr. Simon. What is the premium ? 

Mr. Schneider. I think around $700 or $800 a month. 

Mr. Simon. How much have you received on the premium ? 

Mr. Schneider. We received it for 2 years. 

Mr. Simon. What is the total amount you are to get from the mort- 
gage premium ? 

Mr. Schneider. We are not receiving it any longer. 

Mr. Simon. So whatever you were to get you have gotten * 

Mr. Schneider. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon . You got $700 a month for 2 years ? 
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Mr. ScHNETDER. Approximately $780 to $800 a month. 

Mr. Simon. $800 a month for 2 years would have been about 

$ 20 , 000 ? 

Mr. Schneider. About that, nineteen- thousand-some-odd dollars. 

Mr. Simon. The total costs, exclusive, were between $200,000 and 
$300,000 less than the mortgage ? 

Mr. Schneider. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Without including the premium ? 

Mr. Schneider. That building was 

Mr. Simon. Is that right? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes, sir. I might add that that building was a 
losing proposition. That money has since been put right back in the 
builtog in an effort to carry the Duilding. 

Mr. Simon. As of the day you completed this building you were not 
personally responsible for the mortgage ? 

Mr. Schneider. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You could have walked away from it any day you 
wanted to ? 

Mr. Schneider. That is right. 

The Chairman. Do you still own the building ? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You had between $200,000 and $300,000 of mortgage 
proceeds in excess of all costs ? 

Mr. Schneider. Approximately correct. 

Mr. Simon. And your only investment in the buildings was $200 
of capital stock? 

Mr. ScHi03iDER. Our final investment was only $200. 

Mr. Simon. As of the date the building was completed. 

Mr. Schneider. No. We had a great deal more invested at that 
time. 

Mr. Simon. When you finished paying out the mortgage money, et 
cetera? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. You had $200 invested, you had between $200,000 and 
$300,000 left over out of the mortgage money ? . 

Mr. Schneider. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You personally owned the land. It was not owned by 
the building corporation. 

Mr. Schneider. Well, a group of individuals owned the land. 

Mr. Simon. You and three others? 

Mr. Schneider. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And even though you walked away from the building: 
they still have to pay you the ground rent of $8,000 a year for 99 
years? 

Mr. Schneider. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Or you would own the building ahead of the FHA 
mortgage? 

Mr. Schneider. That is right. 

The Chairman. Good naturedly now, because people might think 
I am getting a little cranky, l3ut good naturedly, you want to say with 
an investment of $200 you made then between $200,000 and $300,000 
profit on this ? 

Mr. Schneider. No, sir. We did not make a profit. That was left 
over. 
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The Chairman. I say the proceeds of the mortgage were between 
§200,000 and $300,000 more than all your costs? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes. 

The (Chairman. You got approximately a $3 million mortgage. 
You own the land. You are getting about $8,000 a year rental for 
09 years. That comes ahead of FHA’s mortgage and all for a $200 
investment. 

Mr. Schneider. Senator, I would love to agree with you, sir, but 
that is not correct. 

The Chairman. What is wrong about the statement ? 

Mr. Schneider. Well, we probably had over half a million dollars 
invested during the course of construction. 

The Chairman. I understand, but it was loaned to you and when 
you got the proceeds of the Government-guaranteed mortgage you 
got it all back. 

Mr. Schneider. Except this, that the building was a loss and we 
carried the building. We didn’t take a nickel out of that building. 
Mr. Simon. Youdidn’thave tocarry it. You could walk away. 

Mr. Schneider. We could have, but we carried it. 

The Chairman. The only reason I bring it up good naturedly is 
that I think you builders and private industry have something to 
look at in the way this matter had been handled in the last 20 years. 
I am sure you are no more interested than I am in seeing this kind of 
thing continue. 

Mr. Schneider. That is correct. 

The Chairman. It isn’t good. That is the purpose of this investi- 
gation. If I get out of sorts once in a while I aiwlogize, but I think 
I have a right to get out of sorts once in a while because there is no- 
body that believes in the private enterprise system any more than 
I do and have fought for it any harder tlian I have. 

Mr. Schneider. I appreciate that, sir. 

The Chairman. Wlien I see the Government participating in things 
of this sort and know it is going to hurt private industry in the end, 

I get a little impatient. 

Thank you very much, Mr. Cohen. 

Mr. Simon. You built Parkchester, didn’t you ? 

Mr. ScHNEmER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat was the mortgage, $1,980,000 ? 

Mr. Schneider. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat was the cost of construction ? 

Mr. Schneider. It was about $120,000 in excess of the mortgage. 

Mr. Simon. What was the name of the company that built that ? 

Mr. Schneider. I think Slossberg-Schneider Co. built that. 

Mr. Simon. Arthur Slossberg ? 

Mr. Schneider. Slossberg-Schneider Co. 

Mr. Simon. They were the construction company ? 

Mr. Schneider. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What is the name of the company that owned the 
project ? 

Mr. Schneider. Parkchester, Inc. 

Mr. Simon. Who were the stockholders of Parkchester, Inc. ? 

Mr. ScHNMDEit. Originally they were Diamond Coal Co., Sherman- 
oiirt, Fred Schneider, Melvin Slossberg, and one other — Clineber" 
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Mr. Simon. What was the capital stock of Parkchester Corp. ? 

Mr. Schneider. I think 100 snares of stock. 

Mr. Simon. How much ? 

Mr. Schneider. About $100 a share. 

Mr. Simon. That is $10,000 

Mr. Schneider. No. It would be $1,000. 

Mr. Simon. Ten shares at $100 ? 

Mr. Schneider. Approximately 10 shares. 

Mr. Simon. $1,000 capital stock ? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Who bought the land ? 

Mr. Schneider. Tlie land was already owned by Parkchester Corp, 
when we entered into the deal. 

Mr. Simon. Who did they buy it from ? 

Mr. Schneider. I don’t know who they bought it from — some in- 
dividuals, I believe. It was bought many years, several yeai-s before 
I entered into the deal. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know what they paid for it ? 

Mr. Schneider. No, sir. I do not. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know how much the individuals who put it 
in paid and you don’t know how much the corporation paid them? 

Mr. Schneider. All we knew is it had a mortgage on it. I* don’t 
recall how much they paid for it. 

Mr. Simon. Did you originally get into the project by agreeing to 
build the building for the amount of the mortgage ? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. If that had gone through, tlien you were to get 38 
percent of the stock ? 

Mr. Schneider. We did get 38 percent of the stock. That deal did 
go through. 

Mr. Simon. You got 38 percent of the stock for agreeing to build 
the building for the amount of the mortgage; is that right 

Mr. Schneider. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you build the building for the amount of the 
mortgage 

Mr. Schneider. We did not. 

Mr. Simon. It cost you more than that ? 

Mr. Schneider. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Then you agreed to buy out tlie other interests for 
$173,000? 

Mr. Schneider. I think it was $178,000. 

Mr. Simon. $178,000. 

You paid $50,000 cash and the balance by corporate notes? 

Mr. Schneider. For 1 year. 

Mr. Simon. That was paid by the corporation, not you ? 

Mr. Schneider. No. We loaned the money to the corporation to 
buy it. That note was made when it became due. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you very much, sir. You are excused. 

The Chairman. Mr. Herbert Classman. Will you please raise your 
right hand, Mr. Classman ? Do you solemnly swear the testimony you 
are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth, so help you God ? 
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testimony of HERBERT GLASSMAN, GLASS MANOR, WASHING- 
TON D. C., ACCOMPANIED BY LEE H. MARK, ACCOUNTANT 

Glassman. I do. 

The Chairman. Tliaiik you, sir. Please be seated and give your 
name and address to the reporter. The gentleman with you is your 

accountant ? 

Mr. Glassman. Yes. 

Mr. Mark. My name is Lee H. Mark. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Glassman, will you give your full name and 
address? 

Mr. Glassman. Herbert Glassman. 

Mr. Simon. Your address? 

Mr. Glassman. 3849 Colorado Avenue NW. 

Mr. Simon. Your occupation ? 

Mr. Glassman. Builder. 

Mr. Simon. Builder ? 

Mr. Glassman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. How long have you been a builder, Mr. Glassman? 

Mr. Glassman. About 18 years. 

Mr. Simon. Were you ever a policeman ? 

Mr. Glassman. When I first came out of the Army; yes. 

Mr. Simon. That was a long time ago ? 

Mr. Glassman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Y ou built Glass Manor ; is that right ? 

Mr. Glassman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Where is Glass Manor located ? 

Mr. Glassman. 101 Audrey Lane, Oxen Hill, Md. 

Mr. Simon. What was the capital stock of the corporation that 
owns the building? 

Mr. Glassman. It was 300 

Mr. Simon. Three hundred and sixty-five shares at $5 each, or $1,725 ? 
Mr. Glassman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. There are three sections, aren’t there? 

Mr. Glassman. A, B, and C. 

Mr. Simon. And the total mortgage on the 3 sections is $6,249,000 ? 

Mr. Glassman. Right. 

Mr. Simon. Is that correct? 

Mr. Glassman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Who built the buildings ? 

Mr. Glassman. We did, Stanbern Construction Co. 

Mr. Simon. You own that? The same people own that that own 
the Glass Manor ? 

Mr. Glassman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat was the actual cost of construction ? 

Mr. Glassman. $5,997,898.35. 

Mr. Simon. The actual cost of construction was $251,301 less than 
the mortgage? 

Mr. Glassman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Did you get a premium on the mortgage ? 

Mr. Glassman. No premium. 

The Chairman. Did you ever know Mr. Clyde L. Powell ? 

Mr. Glassman. Never knew him ; no, sir. 
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The Chairman. Did you ever meet him ? 

Mr. Glassman. Never. The first time I saw him was in this room 
yesterday. 

The Chairman. You never came in contact with him ? 

Mr. Glassman. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Do you know Mr. Keleher? 

Mr. Glassman. Yes. I know Mr. Keleher. 

The Chairman. Did you do a lot of business with Mr. Keleher? 

Mr. Glassman. I did some business with him. 

The Chairman. Have you questions ? 

Mr. Kenney. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. 

The next witness will be Mr. William Magazine. Will you be 
sworn, please? 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give will 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? 

TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM MAGAZINE, BERKSHIRE APARTMEMS, 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. Magazine. I do. 

The Chairman. Please be seated. 

Give your name to the reporter. 

Mr. Magazine. William Magazine, 1010 Vermont Avenue, Wash- 
ington, D. C. 

Mr. Simon. Would you give your name and address to the reporter, 
please? 

Mr. Magazine. I did. 

Mr. Simon. I couldn’t hear you. 

The Chairman. Pull the microphone up a little closer, will you, 
Mr. Magazine? 

Mr. Magazine. Mr. William Magazine, 1010 Vermont Avenue N.W. 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Magazine, what is your business ? 

Mr. Maqazine. General contracting and builder. 

Mr. Simon. General contracting? 

Mr. Magazine. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. How long have you been in that business ? 

Mr. Magazine. Well, the Standard has been in that business since 
1939. I have been in the business all my life. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have a son, Sheldon ? 

Mr. Magazine. I have two sons. 

Mr. Simon. Is one of them Sheldon ? 

Mr. Magazine. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What has been the relationship between either you or 
your son Sheldon and Clyde Powell ? 

Mr. Magazine. No relationship whatsoever. 

Mr. Simon. Have they been on, shall we say, intimate terms ? 

Mr. Magazine. I don’t know what you mean “intimate tenhs.” 
With who ? With Powell ? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. Magazine. I knew him. 
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Simon. You knew him quite well, didn’t you ? 

Mr. Magazine. I knew him well. I don’t know what you mean 

“quite well.” 

Mr. Si M( N. Were you and Sheldon frequently visitors to his office ? 

Mr. ]\Ia(jazine. Sheldon was never to his office. 

Mr. SiiuoN. What is that? 

Mr. ^Magazine. Sheldon was never a visitor to his office. 

Mr. Simon. How about you ? 

Mr. Magazine. I was. 

Mr. S lAfoN. A frequent Ausitor? 

Mr. Magazine. Well, whenever I wanted to ask something about 
some FHA business, I would say “yes.” 

Mr. Simon. Your offiee was right across the street there; wasn’t it? 
Mr. Magazine. That is right. 

Mr. SiAioN. Was it your custom that whenever you had a problem 
you went over and saw him ? 

Mr. Magazine. No. We always settled the problems in the district 
office. 

Mr. Simon. How frequently did you go see Mr. Powell ? 

Mr. ^Iagazine. Well, in 1946, we were finishing a job that the main 
office liad to do with it, not the district office, and we used to go up to 
see Mr. Joe Alaman, who was the chief inspector of the whole country. 

Mr. SiAioN. Did you ever have any business dealings with MV. 
Powell? 

! Mr. Magazine. No. 

Mr. Simon. Are you certain of that? 

Mr. Magazine. Yes. 

Mr. Si AKIN. In all these dealings with him, did you ever make any 
^fts to him ? 

Mr. Magazine. Not a gift. 

Mr, Simon. How many times did you go to see him ? 

Mr. Magazine. Well, Avhile we were finishing the project that I 
mentioned in 1946, probably more often than all the other times, and 
after that, the only time we used to go up there is we had a lot of 
people coming along trying to sell us projects outside of the city and 
out in the country and knoAving that he was administrator of the whole 
country I used to go up and ask him what he thought about it or 
whether he knew anything about it, although we never bought any. 

Mr. Simon. How many section 608 projects did you have an in- 
terest in? 

Mr. Magazine. Quite a few. 

Mr. Simon. How many ? 

Mr. Magazine. Well, it is probably 18 or 20. 

Mr. Simon. Eighteen or twenty? 

Mr. Magazine. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Do you remember which it is? 

Mr. Magazine. Queen stoAvn 

Mr. Simon. How is that ? 

Mr. Magazine. Queenstown. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know whether it is 18 or 20 ? 

Mr. Magazine. You mean in Queenstown? 

Mr. Simon. No, altogether. 

Mr. Magazine. I wouldn’t remember. I will tell you, when we 
w questioned by your executive committee, I didn’t bring anythino- 
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with me, as I did now. and Mr. Hogue, after questioning, asked me 
whether I would send nim a complete breakdown of what interests I 
had in the projects that I built and I did, so I didn’t bring anything. 
He has everything. 

Mr. Simon. You have a list of 34 section 608 projects. 

Mr. Magazine. It is possible. 

Mr. Simon. Is that right? 

Mr. MEagazine. Yes, if that is in there, that is right. 

The Chairman. You said 18 or 20. You just missed it by about 60 
percent : didn’t you ? 

Mr. Magazine. I have to do a little thinking. 

The Chairman. I see. 

Mr. Magazine. We did a lot of it. I wouldn’t know offliand. That 
is the reason we sent them everything we had. 

Mr. Simon. Was the total amount of mortgages in those projects 
$49,637,600? 

Mr. Magazine. That is right, if that is what the list is; that is 
right. 

Mr. Simon. Is that right? 

Mr. Magazine. That is riglii. 

Mr. Simon. Is that the amount? 

Mr. Magazine. If you are reading from the list I gave Mr. Hogue, 
it is riflhl^* 

Mr. Simon. Who built those buildings ? 

Mr. Magazine. Standard Construction Co. 

Mr. Simon. Who are the stockholders of Standard Construction 
Co.? 

Mr. Magazine. Myself and Mr. Charles I. Kaplan. 

Mr. Simon. Who were the stockholders in these section 608 projects? 

Mr. Magazine. Different people. 

Mr. Simon. In Barnaby Terrace, there was $2,000 of stock. Who 
owned that? 

Mr. Magazine. You say who owned that? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. Magazine. Now? We don’t own it. 

Mr. Simon. Originally. 

Mr. Magazine. Mr. Kaplan and myself and Anthony Azo. 

Mr. Simon. That is $2,000 common stock. In the Berkshire there 
was $500 of common stock. Who owned that ? 

Mr. Magazine. There is about 32 or 33 people owns that. You have 
all the stockholders there. 

The Chairman. That would be about $15 worth apiece; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Simon. Is that right? 

Mr. Magazine. Whatever that statement is, is right. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat was the common stock in the Berkshire ? 

Mr. Magazine. I wouldn’t know. I don’t remember. That is the 
reason we made up that sheet. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have a copy of this sheet ? 

Mr. ^Iagazine. I don’t have it here. I probably have it in the office. 
My accountant has it. 

The Chairman. Wlnit did you think we wanted you here for this 
moining, just a social event? 
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Mr. Magazine. No. I didn’t know whether I had to bring books or 
jpers. I know we sent them. 

The Chairman. The common stock in the Berkshire was $500 ? 

Mr. Magazine. If that is what it says there, it was. 

The Chairman. That is what it says. 

Mr. Magazine. It was. 

The Chairman. You say it was owned by 15 or 20 people ? 

Mr. Magazine. No ; by 30 people. 

The Chairman. By 30? 

Mr. Magazine. By 30 or 31 people. I believe you have the stock- 
liolders there, too. 

The Chairman. Where are the names of those 30 people? Thirty 
into would be $15 or $16 apiece. Did they pay $16 apiece for 
thestock, or did you just give them the stock ? 
iUr. biMoN. Do you recall ? 

The Chairman. Did you give them the stock or did they pay ? 

Mr. Magazine. They paid. 

The Chairman. Thirty stockholders into $500 would be about $16 
apiece; wouldn’t it? 

Mr. Magazine. You have the stockholders there and their proportion. 
Mr. Simon. Mr. Magazine, I do notice that eight of these stock- 
holders all had the name Gelfin. Are they all part of the same family ? 
Mr. Magazine. That is the same family. 

Mr. Simon, I notice five of them had the name Goldman, 

Mr. Magazine. That is also the same family. 

Mr. Simon. I notice four of them have the name Magazine. Is that 
the same family? 

Mr. Magazine. Yes. 

Mr SoroN. If we treat them as families instead of individuals we 
would get down to about 8 or 9 stockholders ; is that right. 

Mr. Magazine. Yes, if you treat them as families. 

theB^^hir^ amount of the mortgage? Is this 

Mr. Simon. That is the Berkshire at Ward Circle ? 

I Magazine. 4201 Massachusetts Avenue. 

The Chairman. lYliat was the amount of the mortgage? 

Mr. Simon. The mortgage there was $6,760,000. 

Mr. Magazine. Yes. 

^i0?30^^eopl^ ^ $o00 capital stock and divided it up 

Magazine, on the totals, do I understand correctly 
tot the cost of construction to the Standard Construction Co. of all 
i"5juding the land, the total cost, was roughly a half 
u ^ amount of the mortgaire '( 

vm^n that is what the paper says. I think 

^ the mortgage in all these. 

tliP given us 2 items of cost here, 1 is the cost from 

'ompanv corporation to Standard Construction, which is your 

»?’ That is right. 

Mr. SiMOM. Then the cost to Standard Construction Co. 

iscoiicprnF.^^**'"''' "^ ’'® Sta'iJard Construction Co., as far as the project 
concerned, was a general contractor. ^ 
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Mr. Simon. And you and Kaplan owned Standard Construction 
Co.? 

Mr. Magazine. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You and Ka]^an were in all these projects ? 

Mr. Magazine. A very snuill portion of it, if you will notice. 

Mr. Simon. I don’t know what your idea of very small is, but when 
you add your family and his family 

Mr. Magazine. You add both of our families in some of the projects 
and it is very small. 

Mr. Simon. In some it is very big. 

Mr. Magazine. Very few is big. 

Mr. Simon. Take Barnaby Terrace. 

Mr. Magazine. That is a very small one. We had 50 percent and 
Anthony Azo had 50 percent. 

Mr. Simon. We can go through these and show you how much each 
of you owned, but isn’t it a fact that these 34 projects, with $ 491/2 
million of mortgages, were built by your construction company at a 
cost of a half million dollars less than the mortgages ? 

Mr. Magazine. You can say that. The Standard Construction Co. 
had nothing to do with the projects as far as ownership is concerned. 
That is a company. They could get McShain or anybody else to 
build it. 

Mr. Simon. I understand, but isn’t it a fact that the cost of con- 
struction was half a million dollars less than the amount of the 
mortgages ? 

‘ Mr. Magazine. No. I wouldn’t say that. 

The Chairman. It is tnie from your own figures. 

Mr. Magazine. As far 

The Chairman. You gave us this, didn’t you ? 

Mr. Magazine. You mean taking off the fee that Standard made? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

. Mr. Magazine. That is possible. 

The Chairman. You gave us the figures yourself. 

Mr. Magazine. That is possible. Senator. 

Mr. Simon. Bear in mind we don’t know what the costs are. You 
gave us this piece of paper. 

Mr. Magazine. That is right cost. 

Mr. Simon. I don’t even know whether these figures are right. 

Mr. Magazine. Those figures are right. 

Mr. Simon. But these figures show that your construction company’s 
costs, including the land, building, and everything else were a half mil- 
lion dollars below the mortgages on the $491/4 million. 

Mr. Magazine. It was over the mortgage when they paid the fee to 
Standard which has nothing to do with the corporation’s ownership. 

Mr. Simon. Well, the intercompany profits shown by your state- 
ment — and I am just reading what is on your statement — is that on 
the $49^ million worth of mortgages, the cost to the sponsor corpora- 
tion was $50,600,000, or $1,100,000 in excess of the mortgages. 

Mr. Magazine. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And then your construction company had a profit of 
$1,600,000. 

Mr. Magazine. Yes. 


FHA INVESTIGATION 


3351 


Mr. Simon. So you can subtract one million one from one million 
gx. There is a half million dollars by which the mortgage proceeds 

exceeds the cost. j j 

Mr. Magazine. If that is the way you figure it is right, but Standard 
liad nothing to do with ownership. 

The Chairman. We didn’t say they did. That wasn’t the question 
at all. _ 

Mr. Simon. In addition, you got $300,000 or $279,000 premium on 
the mortgages. Isn’t that right ? 

Mr. Magazine. If that is in there, that is right. 

Mr. Simon. So that if we can add that to the mortgage proceeds, 
(lie mortgage proceeds were $300,000 in excess — I mean $800,000 in 
excess of the cost. 

Mr. Magazine. If that is what it says there, but I don’t know how 
you can connect the tAvo. It is altogether different. 

‘ Mr. Simon. You can’t connect the mortgage proceeds? 

Mr. Magazine. No ; I mean Standard with the sponsor corporation. 
They had nothing to do Avith it, just the same as if you go out and 
hire any other contractor. 

The Chairman. We didn’t say it wasn’t. We are trying to show 
the mortgages were $50 million. We are trying to show what the costs 
were. Under the law, of course, it was to be 90 percent. What really 
should have happened in this instance was that the sponsor should 
have put $5 million of their own money in these projects. 

Mr. Magazine. This country AA^ouldn’t have had housing. 

The Chairman. Instead of that they didn’t put in any. The law 
says 90 percent, which means that the intention was that the people 
who built the project would have 10 percent of their own money in 
it and on $50 million worth of projects that would be $5 million. 

Mr. Simon. Even if you completely separate Standard and these 
projects, and say that this $1,000,000 was your builder’s fee, the 
sponsors of the projects only had 2 percent instead of 10 percent 
invested in the projects ? 

Mr. Magazine. That is right. If they had to invest 10 percent there 
wouldn’t be any housing, I don’t think. 

The Chairman. I have heard that. I haA*e b^en listening to that. 
I want to say to you again, do you believe in the private enterprise 
system ? 

Mr. Magazine. I sure do. 


The Chairman. You don’t talk like it. If we have gotten down 
to the point in America where the Federal Government has got to 
guarantee a hundred percent and give you builders a profit on top 

A^ if « J] il- J 1* 1 .1 1 


of It and then permit you to continue to OAvn the buildings, you are 
jot going to have a private-enterprise system very long. You had 
ootter wake up to that fact. I am getting a little tired of lis- 


lomng to that story because if it is true, then we are in for some 
oad times, meaning the private-enterprise system in the United States, 
lilt has got to the time where a man will not build unless the Federal 
hovernment guarantees him not only a profit but all of his money back 
and then permits him to own the buildings, you are getting into a lot 
of trouble in the United States, Mr. Magazine. There is no question 
anout it in my mind. I have been listening to that argument now on 
Inepart of all you fellows. 
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Frankly, it doesn’t go good with me as a champion of the private- 
enterprise system. Let me say this to you in all fairness : It isn’t 
particularly your fault. It is the fault of the Administration, those 
running FHA, that would permit a thing like this to happen. There 
is nothing in the law to stop them from doing this thing on a business- 
like basis. The man who ran that section 608 project was here all 
day yesterday. We have a little idea of why this thing stinks to the 
high heaven. A man who spent all his time gambling, borrowing 
money, shaking down people and not paying it back, for 20 years with 
FHA. He was finally discharged here last April. The man 
discharged him, Mr. Hollyday, wrote a press release .praising him for 
his woi5. He praised him for his work, Mr. Hollyday did. They 
finally were able to get rid of him. He said what a great man he was 
and what a great job he did, and Mr. Hollyday wondered why he got 
into trouble. 

Any further questions? 

Mr. Simon. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much, unless you have some 
questions. 

Mr. Kenney. No. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. 

We are now going to recess until 1 : 30. We will have five witnesses 
this afternoon. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Chairman, I would like to offer in the record two 
documents relating to our hearing in Chicago. One is a State of 
Iowa State Tax Commission application for a retail sales tax permit 
by the Sports Arcade, owned oy Hymie Wiseman and Lou Farrell. 
You will recall that Mr. Farrell denied having any connection with 
that project, and secondly, a certified copy of a complaint filed in the 
district court of Iowa, in and for Polk County, by Gladys Rand 
against Lou Farrell, and you will recall Mr. Farrell denied being a 
party to that lawsuit. 

The Chairman. The documents will be admitted into the record. 

(The information referred to follows :) 

State of Iowa, 

Polk OouniVt ««.* 

I, Michael H. Doyle, Jr., clerk of the district court in and for said county, in 
the State aforesaid, do hereby certify the foregoing to be a true, perfect, and 
complete copy of petition in equity, restraining order, and order of dismissal in 
the cause of action entitled ‘^Gladys Band v. Lou Farrell^'* being equity No. 
103-57037, as the same appears of record in my oflBce. 

' In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of said 
court, at my office in Des Moines, this 24th day of September A. D. 1954. 

[sEAx.1 Michael H. Doyle, Jr., Clerk. 

State of Iowa, 

Polk County ^ ss: 

I, C. Edwin Moore, Judge of the district court, do hereby certify that Michad 
H. Doyle, Jr., whose name is subscribed to the foregoing certificate of attestation, 
now is, and was at the time of signing and sealing the same, clerk of the dlstrirt 
court of Polk County aforesaid, and keeper of the records and seal thereot 
duly elected and qualified to office : that full faith and credit are, and of rignt 
ought to be given to all his official acts as such, in all courts of record and elsC" 
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STATE* OF IOWA 

STATE TAX COMMISSION 

PLICATION FOB BETAIL BALES TAX PERMIT 
Ai reqalred bj Bee. 42£Af| Code IBM 
AND USB TAX. STATS TAX COMMISSION. 

uet be attached tu 


4595 W3947 


Do aol fiU Is thU 




Make Remlt^jjaA Paaeble to: 

THE TRFMSURSR STATS OP IOWA. 

WOTEt— POBTAOE STAMPS AND CASH 
NOT ACCEPTABr.E 


7 - 1-47 

77-20502 711 . 

SPORTS' ARCADE , 

HTUIE ilSEMAN A LEl FARRELL, 
hl2 ORAHO, DES MOIHES. lOIA. 


62 


112947 


1. The underalgned hereby appllca for a RETAIL SALKS TAX PERMIT aod agnea that applicant 
pay all retail sales tax due or 6o become due i£a provided by law. The underalgned oertlflea th at the 
following Btatementa are true and correct as he rerlly beUerea and, that ho has lawful authority ta 
make this application on behalf of applicant. 

1 Permit to be iaeued In name of: P®. ^ f _ 

1 Name or namea of owner or ownera: 

4. Location of buslneoa In' IOWA ,4l-A_5.^§5ft ,..Bf -^PilXk 

Street and Number City or Town County 
6. Give Permanent Mailing Addreqa below If different from the abore bnslnees location: 

i 8 8^ 

P. O. Box or Street end Number Cltf or Ton County ^State 

A Nature of Buoineea ln which you are Sngaged.- -BH I Xa i AJPa P IO T 

SpedhP whether a Theatre, dothier. Grocer, ote. 

f. ON WHAT DATS WILL YOU BEGIN RETAIL SALES AT ABOVE LOCATION i.JhI/.J ItJkZ* 

Say Tear 

8. Check type of Own- □ B □ □ ...D m ft lOi T 

erahlp In Square INDIVIDUAL PARTNERSHIP CORPORATION ASSOCIATION QC(fVm(rrB^ 

(If ownership is Partnership or Company, this Application muat be algned by ALL owneia.) 

9. How many retail locations do you operate In Iowa?.-JL— A permit MUST be held for e^A. 

1(X If more than one Permit 1. held, do you prefer to fllo} O 

11. HAVE YOU or ANT MEMBER of THIS FIRM PREVIOUSLY HELD aa IOWA SALES TAX PEBJOTT __ 

U. If abo^ answer la "Yea.'* give permit numbers, namee and addreeaea 


t 


lA Tbts application must bo algned by the 
Owner, If a natural person ; In the case of 
an Aasoclatlon, by a member thereof; in 
case of a Partnershtp or Company, by all 
partners and/or owneia; In the case of a 
Corporation, by an executive officer there- 
of or some person specincally authorised by 
the Oorpor^on to elgn the Application, to 
whl<^ shall be attached the written evt- 
denoe of eoch authority. 

14. Date^^ilkVl— IB.xZ 

(DoaetwHtola 


— 

By 

TW. ^ 



» SlgaaUBv ^ Title " 


Blynaturv 

balew) 


T1U« 


1 ^ 1 CLASSIFICATION | 

COUNTY 

TAXPAYER'S PERMIT NUMBER 


BtulnMi 

Town 



iM 

77 



. 8 

1- 

/ 

B 

/ 


Preliminary PermK Isaued._._. by 


where, and that his said attestation is in due form of law, and by the proper 
officer. 

Given under my hand this 24th day of September A. D. 1954. 

C. Edwin Moobe^ 

Judge of the Ninth Judicial District of Iowa, 

State op Iowa, 

Polk County^ as: 

^• Michael H. Doyle, Jr., clerk of the district court in and for said county, in 
Jhe State aforesaid, do hereby certify that C. Edwin Moore whose genuine signa- 
ture appears to the foregoing certificate, was at the time of signing the same, 
ml • District Court of the Ninth Judicial District of Iowa, duly com- 

missioned and qualified, that full faith and credit are, and of right ought to 
•>e given to all his ofiScial acts as such, in all courts of record and elsewhere. 

,^^6stimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
said Court, at my office in Des Moines, this 24th day of September A. D., 1964. 

Michael H. Doyle, Jr., Clerh, 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OP IOWA IN AND FOR POLK COUNTY 
Gladys Rand, plaintiff, v. Lou Farrell, defendant 

Equity No. 57037 
Petition in Equity 

Comes now the plaintiff in the above entitled cause and for cause of action 
against the defendant states : 

1. That the plaintiff is a citizen and resident of the city of Des Moines, Iowa. 

2. That the plaintiff is the owner and operator of an eating house and night- 
club located on lot 1 in Geil Place in the town of Fort Des Moines, Polk County, 
Iowa, known as the Maiuliner Night Club and numbered 6001 Southwest 2l8t 
Street. 

3. That on the 6th day of October 1942, the defendant came to the plaintiff’s 
place of business and by threat, intimidation, force, and violence, attempted to 
force the plaintiff to pay the defendant money. 

4. That the defendant then and there displayed a revolver and threatened to 
shoot and kill the employees of said place of business if his demands were not 
complied with. 

5. That the defendant threatens to continue said intimidation, force, and vio- 
lence in the future for the purpose of compelling a compliance with bis wrongful 
illegal demands. 

6. That the said conduct of the defendant will injure the plaintiffs business 
and will cause an injury to the plaintiff, and that is one of the objects sought by 
said defendant. 

7. That plaintiff has no plain, speedy, or adequate remedy at law and that the 
defendant, if not restrained by order of this court, will do irreparable injury. 

Wherefore, the plaintiff having no plain, speedy, or adequate remedy at law, 
asks that a temporary restraining order be issued, restraining the defendant from 
coming upon the plaintiff’s property described above and from any way molesting 
or injurying the plaintiff and from creating any disturbance in or adjacent to 
said property and place of business of plaintiff, and that on final hearing said 
restraining order shall be made permanent, and for such other and further relief 
as may be just and equitable in the premises, and for costs. 

Stiff, Perry, Bannister & Stoezinqer, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff. 

Subscribed in my presence and sworn to by Gladys Rand before me this 

day of October 1942. 


Notary PuVlio in and for Polk County, Iowa. 

State op Iowa, 

Polk County, as: 

I, Gladys Rand, being first duly sworn, on oath depose and say that I am the 
plaintiff above named ; that I have read the above and foregoing petition ; and 
that the statements therein contained are true and correct as I verily believe. 

Gladys Rand. 

Subscribed in my presence and sworn to before me this 7th day of October 1942. 
[seal] Robert .1. Bannister. 

Notary Public in and for Polk County, Iowa. 

0 

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF IOWA IN AND FOR POLK COUNTY 
Gladys Rand, plaintiff, v. Lou Farrell, defendant 
Equity No. 57037-103 
Restraining Order 

Be it remembered that this matter coming on before thfe court for hearing upon 
the plaintiff’s petition and motion for temporary restraining order, 

It is, therefore, ordered that the defendant, Lou Farrell, is hereby restrained 
from going upon the premises known as lot one (1) of Geil Place, an official 
plat according the recorded plat thereof in town of Fort Des Moines, Pout 
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I County, lo'va, and from going to or entering the plaintiff’s place of business 
jinown as the Mainliner Night Club and numbered 6001 Southwest 21st Street; 
Polk County, Iowa, and the defendant is strictly forbidden and restrained from 
molesting or injuring the plaintiff in person or property in any manner or her 
employees at said place of business, and from creating a disturbance or breach 
of the peace thereon or thereat, and restrained from disturbing the peace and 
quiet at said place of business either upon said grounds or adjacent thereto. 
Signed in open court this 7th day of October 1942. 

F. S. Shankland, Judge. 

State of Iowa, 

Polk County, 88 : 

I hereby certify that I received the within order on the 7th day of October 
1942 and on the 7th day of October 1942 I personally served the same on the 
within named defendant, Lou Farrell, by reading the original to Lou Farrell 
and delivered to him a true copy thereof. All done in Polk County, Iowa. 

Vane B. Overturff, 

Sheriff of Polk County, Iowa. 
By John R. Strait, Deputy. 
Mileage, $15 ; county, $2 ; paid by plaintiff’s attorney. 

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF IOWA IN AND FOR POLK 

COUNTY 

Order of Dismissal of Equity Cases 

Now on this 23d day of December 1943 it appearing to the court that the 
following cases indicated by their respective numbers have been published in 
the Des Moines Daily Record for a period of 10 full days prior hereto with the 
uotice that the same would be dismissed unless good cause to the contrary was 
shown. 

It is therefore hereby ordered that the following cases be and the same are 
hereby di.'^missed at the plaintiff’s costs. 


55715 

56S37 

67183 

66939 

56975 

56904 

67147 

57176 

66992 

56961 

56S65 

66905 

67158 

66985 

67037 


Filed as of December 24, 1943. 


Lot Ladd, Judge. 


The Chairman. We will now recess until 1 : 30 this afternoon. 
(Wliereupon, at 11 : 45 a. m., the committee recessed until 1 : 30 p. m., 
the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


The Chairman. The committee will please come to order. 

^ I would like to put a letter into the record from the Meadowbrook 
Corp. of Indianapolis, Ind., addressed to me, signed by Thomas J. 
0^’Brien, vice president, together with a copy of a wire that I sent to 
Ml’. O’Brien in response to his letter. 

(The information referred to follows : ) 


Hon. Homer E. Capehart, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Meadowbrook Corp., 
Didianapolis Ind., September 22, 195Jf. 


Dear Senator Capehart: During recent meetings held here in Indianapolis 
Dy your committee, you offered to allow anyone heard to supplement their fees- 
umony if they so wished. I would like to take advantage of this generous offer. 

1 feel the public was given an unfair picture of our operation in the financing of 
jue JMeadowbrook Apartment Development, because of the brevity of our exami- 
nation and the extremely short notice given us. As a result, I appeared before 
your committee without our records and with no knowledge regarding what phase 
or our operation in which your committee would be interested. 
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There is no detail in the operation of Meadowbrook Corp. that we w'ish to 
conceal. 


Respectfolly yours, 


Meadowbbooe Corp., 
Thomas J. O’Brien, 

Vice President. 


Thomas J. O’Brien, Meadowbrook Corp., Indianapolis, Ind. (also try residence). 

Re your letter September 22, which delayed reaching me because attending 
hearings New York all last week. Presently scheduled hearings end Friday, 
October 8. Delighted to grant your request to be heard further by this commit’ 
tee on either Thursday or Friday. 

Senator Homer E. Capehart, Senate Banking and Currency Committee, FHA 
Inyestigation. 

Mr. Simon. Senator, you will recall in Chicago because of inade- 
quate time we didn’t get the testimony of Lou Farrell and Jack Wolfe, 
In order to complete the record, I would like to have you include in 
the transcript of the public hearings their executive session. They 
have already been heard in public, but not quite as fully as in the 
executive session. 

The Chairman. Without objection, they will be made a part of the 
public record. 

(The testimony of Mr. Wolfe in executive session follows:) 

E2CECUTrVE SESSION 

The hearing convened, pursuant to call, in room F-41, Capitol 
Building, at 2 : 20 p. m., Friday, July 30, 1954. 

Staff members present : Messrs. Kenney, Sells, and Carr. 

Also present: Mr. Jack Wolfe, 6400 Harwood Drive, Des Moines, 
Iowa. 

Mr. Robert C. Cochran, notary public. 

Mr. Cochran. Will you raise your right hand ? 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give will 
be the truth, tlie whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? 

Mr. Wolfe. I do. 

(Thereupon, at 2:21 p. m., a recess was taken to room 301, Senate 
Office Building, at 2 : 30 p. m.) 

Mr. Sells. Mr. Wolfe, you have been sworn ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sells. Do you want to give the reporter your full name for 
the record? 

Mr. Wolfe. Jack Wolfe. 

Mr. Sells. That is W-o-l-f-e ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. What is your residence address ? 

Mr. Wolfe. 5400 Harwood Drive, Des Moines, Iowa. 

Mr. Sells. Mr. Wolfe, you were asked to come here to testify m 
executive session of the Senate Banking and Currency Committee. 
You know that? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sells. You are also aware the Senate Banking Committee is 
investigating matters which have to do with the operation and ad- 
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ministration of the National Housing Act and the Federal Housing 
Authority. That is the sub j ect of this inquiry. 

Mr. Wolfe, what is your occupation at the present time ? 

Mr. Wolfe. At the present time I have no occupation. 

Mr. Sells. May I ask what you do for a living? 

Mr. Wolfe. Well, I am living on capital. 

Mr. Sells. Accumulated income? 

Mr. Wolfe. That is correct. 

Mr. Sells. Generally speaking, what line of work would you say 
)ii have been engaged in in the past ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Publishing, for 23 years. 

Mr. Sells. Hid you have a concern of your own ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sells. What was that concern ? 

Mr. Wolfe. The Welch, Iowa, Printing Co. 

Mr. Sells. What kind of printing did you do ? 

Mr. Wolfe. We did general job printing, newspaper work. I owned 
lewspaper and magazine, and the ^neral run of house organs. 

Mr. Sells. Mr. W^olfe, we received information at various times in 
i past, I would say probably in the last 8 to 10 years, that you have 
n associated with various firms in what we call generally tne home- 
irovement field ? 

iv. Wolfe. That is correct . 

fr. Sells. Could you give us a list of the names of those fiiTna that 
: have been associated with ? 

It. Wolfe. Well, General Builders, Inc. 

Ir. Sells. Where did that concern do business ? 

[r. Wolfe. In Des Moines, Iowa. 

fniversal Supply Co., Des Moines, Iowa ; Aluminum Associates 

Ir. Sells. May I have that again ? 

Associates, I think it was, and Universal 
Duilders, Inc., out of Omaha, Nebr. 

Mr. Sells. How about National Builders? 

Mr. Wolfe. No, sir. 

Mr. Sells. Those five is all ? 

Mr. Wolfe. That is right. 

an owne?f connection witli those businesses as 

JJr. Wolfe. As part owner. 

Mr. Sells, Part owner? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes, sir. 

»ith you™' ^I'at were in business , 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes, sir. 

ftefinn™’ associates in the case of all five of 

Mr. WoLPB. No. 

Mke to have the names, then, if you can give 
isiness wtth, I Suirsa?' ‘ 
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• Mr. Wolfe. The ones in business with me in General Business, Inc 
and Universal Supply Co. is, I. M. Cohen. 

Mr. Sells. Is his first name Isadore ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Where is he fromi 
Mr. Wolfe. Des Moines, Iowa. 

Mr. Sells. That takes care of two of them? 

Mr. Wolfe. In Aluminum Associates, which was a short-lived com 
pany, there was Lou Farrell, I. M. Cohen, and Louis Shulman. 

Mr. Sells. We have three of them. 

Mr. Wolfe. And Universal Builders, Inc., out of Omaha, was the 
same as Aluminum Associates, Inc. 

Mr. Sells. Have you covered all five of them ? 

Mr. Wolfe. I think so. 

Mr. Sells. You had the same associates in those last 2 you gave so 
I think that covers all 5. 

Were all five of those concerns corporations? 

Mr. Wolfe. No. The Universal Supply Corp. was a partnership. 

• Mr. Sells. And the rest of them ? 

‘ Mr. Wolfe. Were corporations. 

Mr. Sells. Were they all or^nized in the same State? 

Mr. Wolfe. No. Universal Builders, Inc., of Nebraska, was or- 
ganized in Omaha. 

Mr. Sells. Generally speaking, what geographical area did those 
five corporations do business in, Mr. Wolfe? 

Mr. Wolfe. We tried to do business only in Nebraska and Iowa 
but some of our men did get into Kansas. 

Mr. Sells. What period of time did the operations of those live 

concerns cover? . -r i i t 

Mr. Wolfe. From the fall of 1951 through the spring, I think, of 

1953. 

Mr. Sells. Were all of the corporations in operation and actually 

carrying on business at the same time ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes. Some were short-lived. They were in opera- 
tion — at one time they were all in operation at the same time. 

Mr. Sells. Have they all been dissolved now, or for all practical 

purposes are they still alive ? i t j 

Mr. Wolfe. No. We discontinued all of our business, but 1 done 

think the corporations have been dissolved. 

Mr. Sells. Formally dissolved? 

Mr. Wolfe. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. When did you stop doing business in this home improve- 
ment field, Mr. Wolfe? . , 

Mr. Wolfe. We stopped doing business, I think, in the sprmg oi 

1953. „ ^ . n ^ 

Mr. Sells. In addition to an ownership interest in all of these nve 

corporations, did you also hold a position as an officer or a manager! 
Mr. Wolfe. Yes, sir. In General Builders, Inc. 

Mr. Sells. What was your position there? 

Mr. Wolfe. For a short while I was general manager — president 
and general manager. 

Mr. Sells. How about the other four ? t j H 

Mr. Wolfe. The other four, I don’t remember the officers. I dont 
think that I was on the payroll of any of them. 


j 
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Mr. Sells. Did you exercise direct supervision over the operation 
loftliose concerns? 

Ill Wolfe. Mr. Cohen and myself did. 

|i{r. Sells. What is Mr. Cohen doing now ? 

jfi'. Wolfe. He is an accountant. He has an accounting office. 

Ml*. Sells. Where is his office ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Des Moines, Iowa. 

Mr. Sells. Are you a close friend of Mr. Cohens’, Mr. Wolfe ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Well, I don’t know whether you would classify it that 


way. 

Mr. Selt.s. How well are you acquainted with Mr. Cohen, and pos- 
sibly with his family ? 

Mr. Wolfe. I know them very well. 

Mr. Sells. How many brothers does Mr. Cohen have ? 

Mr. Wolfe. That I don’t know. I know that — one that I know of 
ibathas been a little mentally ill. 

Mr. Sells. Who is that ? 

Mr. Wolfe. I don't even know his name. 

Mr. Sells. Is that all you know of? 

Mr. Wolfe. \es. His immediate family, like his wife and chil- 
dren — 

Mr. Seli.s. Does Mr. Cohen come fi'om that area originally, or is he 
from someplace else ? 

Mr. Wolfe. I think he came from that area originally. 

Mr. Sells. Do you know that as a fact? 

Mr. ll'oLFE. No. I have been in Iowa for 22 years. 

Mr. Set.ls. Where are you from originally? 

Mr. Wolfe. Detroit, Mich. 

Mr. Sells. Mr. AVolfe, did you give us the name of Dave Fidler as 
oneof the individuals who ^yas connected with National Builders? 

Mr. Wolfe. No. Dave Fidler, from my understanding, worked for 
National Builders long after we were out of the picture. 

Mr. Seli^. You say long after you were out of the picture. What 
did you do, sell out your interest in that concern ? 

llr. Wolfe. Both Mr. Cohen and myself sold out our interest in 
National Builders before we purchased General Builders, Inc. 

Mr. Sells. In other words, so far as you know, Dave Fidler had no 
fonnection with National Builders at any time while you were con- 
nected with it? 

Mr. W(»lfe. That is correct. 

Mr. Sells. How about Florin DiPaglio and the Builders Supply 


Mr. Wolfe. Florin DiPaglio— both Florin and Eay DiPao-lio 
Wed for us before they organized their own buildino- sun'nlv 

""iiijany. ” 1 1 

Mr. Sells. What capacity? 

Mr. Wolfe. Salesman. 

Mr. Sells. How about Lou Ferrell in the Interstate Builders?' 

Mr Wolfe. As the Interstate Builders, I know nothing about his 

^-^ration. He never worked for us. He had a slight interest in our 

I -‘«lia operation, which we later sold. « « t in our 

Mr. Sells. Wliich concern was that ? 

Ijr. Wolfe. Universal Builders, Inc., of Omaha. 

T^thaT?^"^^ Universal Builders. He had a slight interest, 
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Mr. Woi^. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. He sold that interest out ? 

Mr. Wolfe. No. Mr. Cohen and myself sold the entire company 
to a group of his associates in Omaha and stepped out of the picture. 

Mr. Sells. You are aware, are you not, Mr. Wolfe, that these three 
individuals that I mentioned, Lou Ferrell, Dave Fidler, and Florin 
DiPaglio might be said to have a somewhat unsatisfactory back- 
ground? 

Mr. Wolfe. That is true. I have had people say the same thing 

about me, also. . 

Mr. Sells. You raised a point I was going to ask. You are also 
imdoubtedly aware that in many respects people have had reason to 

say that about you? , , . 

Mr. Wolfe. That is correct. In fact, for the record, that is why 
I called the force in one day and told them I was locking the doora 
We were through, right in the midst— while we were doing businesa 
Mr. Sells. Was that the sole reason, Mr. Wolfe, or was it you 
thought that you had made as much as you were going to make in a 
short time out of this home-improvement business and wanted to 

^^M^^Wolfe. No ; it is just the opposite. We didn’t make anywhere 
near what we thought we could maKe, and our salesmen were making 
a lot of money, and we were being held responsible for the misdeed of 
our salesmen, and not being able to control these salesmen or to control 
the people the salesmen sold. We decided to get out of the business. 

Mr. Sells. By that, then, you as much as state that in fact your 
salesmen were engaged in, shall we say, unethical sales practices? 

Mr. Wolfe. In connivance — I would say that was in connivance 
with people that they were doing business with. As an illustration,! 
tried to check each and every job of that force, being done or sold, or 
that we purchased from these men, and in going around checking t ie 
iob I would ask the people if a contract I held in my hand, for example, 
was to their full understanding; the payments were so and so, and 1 
would ask them whether our salesmen promised them anything or 
whether they gave them anything, and the customers told me, INo. 

We went ahead with the jobs. . , . 

Later I found that had they not only promised them the world vii 

a small fence around it, or a large fence, but they also gave them ca j ^ 
to buy certain things, and when that came to my attention we wornea 
very close with McBride, of the FHA, there. In fact, we used to ho (I 
meetings when McBride or one of his men would come luand talK o 
our boys and try to tell them that it is just as easy to sell it clean ana 
you don’t have to promise people anything in order to sell. 

Mr. Sells. Considering all five of these corporations, Mr. Woii , 
how many salesmen would you say you had employed? 

Mr. Wolfe. Well, there is a big turnover in men. 

Mr. Sells. Well, generally, what was the size of your sales toice, 

taking all five corporations? . ij 

Mr. Wolfe. Sometimes we would have 2 or 3, sometimes we woiim 
have 10 or 12. We found tliat the men carried around contract boo 
for 2 or 3 other companies. If they felt like writing it 
wrote on ours; if they felt like writing it on some other siding con 
pany, they wrote it on some other siding company. 
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Mr. Sells. Mr. Wolfe, your five companies, I take it, dealt in the 
home-improvement field on a rather broad scale. In other words, you 
didn’t restrict your sales approach to necessarily one type of job; is 
that correct? 

Mr. Wolfe. We handled one type of job only. That is siding. 

Mr. Sells. That is all ? 

Mr. WoiJTE. That is all we did. 

Mr. Sells. Any particular type of siding? 

Mr. Wolfe. Aluminum siding. We tried to concentrate on alumi- 
num siding. 

Mr. Sells. Was that true of all five corporations? 

Mr. Wolfe. That was true of all of them. The only time we did any 
other improvement on a home was sometimes we would do window 
casing or steps, or something like that. 

Mr. Selles. You didn’t construct any additions to buildings or any- 
thing like that? 

Mr. Wolfe. No, sir. 

Mr. Sells. You did no roofing work, painting work? 

Mr. Wolfe. Once in a while we would have a roof, along with the 
siding job, but no painting. 

Mr. Sells. What brand of siding did you handle, generally? 

Mr. Wolfe. We handled generally All-Side aluminum. 

Mr. Sells. Who manufactures that? 

Mr. Wolfe. All-Side Co., of Akron, Ohio. 

Mr. Sells. Is that a recent company in the aluminum-siding field? 

Mr. Wolfe. I can’t say. I am much more recent to the siding busi- 
ness. They were already an established business. 

Mr. Carr. You did business with All-Side, of Akron ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes. 

Mr. Carr. Did you do any business through distributors? 

Mr. Wolfe. No. We dealt direct with the factory. 

Mr. Sells. Who is Michael Anton? 


Mr. WoLFi*:. Michael Anton is a salesman who was working with 
the DiPaglio brothers as a team. 

Mr. Sells. Did he ever work for you ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Not directly. He was working for us through the 
DiPaglios. 

Mr. Sells. Do you want to explain that a little bit to me? He 
was writing jobs for you? 

Mr. Wolfe. No; he wasn’t writing jobs for us. The DiPaglios had 

or 3 canvassers who would work for them in canvassing jobs and 
they would pay them direct. I thinlt, if I am not mistaken, I think 
filter the DiPaglios left Mike did sell 1 job, maybe 2 jobs, for us before 
he joined them again in their new organization. I am not positive of 
that fact. 

Mr. Sells. Are they the ones that took over General Builders? 

Mr. Wolfe. No. When I discontinued General Builders no one 
took it over. I just closed the doors and discontinued. 

Mr. Sells. The reason I ask that question is I have a copv of what 
Piirpoits to be or what purports to be a copy of a letter distributed 
by General Builders, Box 178, U. P. Station, Des Moines, Iowa, ap- 
parently addressed to homeowners, soliciting inquiries regarding 
siding jobs, and making what appears to be the approach that “We 


3362 


FHA INVESTIGATION 


have come to call in the model home approach.” That bears the sig- 
nature “Michael Anton.” 

^ Mr. Wolfe. That was put out without our knowledge by the Di- 
Paglios. We didn't know about it until long afterward when it was 
called to our attention. 

Mr. Sells. As a result of the circulation of this letter did you re- 
ceive any orders for All-Side baked enamel aluminum siding? 

Mr. Wolfe. I cannot answer that question because the leads, or the 
return postcards, came to a box number that we had no control over, 
that we did not rent. 

Mr. Sells. Was it ever brought to your attention by any of the 
customers up to that time that they had* received this letter? 

Mr. Wolfe. It wasn’t brought to our attention by the customers, 
but I took it up with the post office and told them they had no autlior- 
ity to issue a box in our name unless we requested it. 

Mr. Sells. Who brought it to your attention this letter had been 
distributed ? 

Mr. Wolfe. One of the salesmen in canvassing happened to run 
into a home that had received it. He picked it up and asked if lie 
could have it, and brought it to our attention. In fact, I may go on 
record as saying that it also came to our attention that this same let- 
ter was being used after the Dicpaglios went in for themselves, be- 
cause they had some stationery, tliey had this all printed up, and 
they had the brochure all printed up, and they didn’t want to waste 
it, and at that time I called the DiPaglios into the office and I think 
I made a deal with them to pay them for the loss, so as to keep them 
from using it. 

Mr. Sells. Who is Leonard Kline, Mr. Wolfe? 

Mr. Wolfe. Leonard Kline was a short-lived manager that worked 
for us at one time, for about 4 or 5 months. 

Mr. Sells. Sales manager of General Builders? 

Mr. Wolfe. That is correct. 

Mr. Sells. Was he sales manager for any of the rest of these cor- 
porations ? 

Mr. Wolfe. No, sir. He has since passed away. 

ISfr. Sells. He has since passed away? 

Mr. Wolf. Yes, He died here about 2 months ago. 

Mr. Sells. Isn’t it a fact, Mr. Wolfe, that, partly at least, as a re- 
sult of practices which were engaged in by salesmen who presumably 
Were under the control of Mr. Kline at the time he was sales manager 
of General Builders, you and the General Builders and Mr. Kline 
were placed on the FHA precautionary list? 

Mr. Wolfe. No. I don’t think that is the reason, sir. I think 
the 2 jobs, according to my understanding, that placed us on the 
precautionary list, were, I think, 1 job *vvas a chap by the name of 
Powers, that forged his father’s endorsement on the application with- 
out our knowledge, and another one was one where the old lady 
couldn’t sign but ABC called it to our attention and my understand- 
ing is their manager went out there and got her to put an X in, while 
their daughter was at the home. 

Mr. Carr. Allied Building Credits? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes. 

Later I understand she was declared mentally unbalanced. It was 
under the supervision of Allied Building Credits. 
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j{r. Sells. How many of these concerns of yours ultimately did 
end up oil f precautionary list ? 

j{r. Wolfe. I think General Builders is the only one. I think for 
the amount of business we did, we tried to conduct ourselves in a very 
clean manner and we had very few reactions, or complaints. We were 
the only outfit that kept a true — to answer complaints, if a comer 
fixing job came up after a while, for interest. 

Mr. Sells. How much business did you do in these five concerns ? 

Mr. Wolfe. I would say a million or a million and a half. 

Mr. Sells. For all five concerns? 

Mr. Wolfe. Some of those were very short lived. 

Mr. Sells. For how long? 

Mr. AVolfe. Over a period of a year and a half or 2 years. 

Mr. Sells. That is a million dollars in siding of homes. Is that 
your testimony ? ' 

Mr. AA^olfe. That is right. I am not giving you an accurate figure, 
because I am just guessing at it. 

Mr. Sells. AVas there any particular reason why some of these con- 
cerns were so short lived ? 

Mr. AA^olfe. I can explain that to you. We w’oke up to tlio fact 
that we made an error in associating ourselves with Mr. Lou Ferrell, 
in Omaha, and after a consultation with Mr. Cohen, we decided the 
best way to get out of it gi’acefully would be to sell the business, and 
the Almninuni Associates at that time were discontinued because 
that was organized at the time we organized Omaha as a buying out- 
fit for the 2 businesses, as a wholesale buying outfit and when \ve sold 
Omaha we ju.st discontinued Aluminum Associates, which is the reason 
tliose 2 businesses were short lived. 

Mr. Sells. Was all your business — let’s put it this way — was the 
hulk of your business written for the purpose of discounting under 
FHA loans? 

Mr. AA^olfe. Yes. 

Air. Sells. You didn’t actually seek cash business in preference to 
FHA title I business? 

Mr. AAh)LFE. Yes, w'e did have numbers of cash jobs. 

Air. Sells. Yes, but is it fair to say that the majority of it was 
under title I of the FHA? 

Mr. AA^olfe. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. FHA title I loans? 

Mr. AA'^olfe. That is correct. 

Air. Sells. Who discounted most of the paper ? 

Air. AA^olfe. Allied Building Credits. I would like to put in the 
record here that I think we have one of the cleanest operations in 
siding in the country, or we tried to run it that way. 

Mr. Sells. Mr. AVolfe, I am not going to fence with you. I want 
to make this clear : You \vere asked to come here to an executive 
se^ion for the reason that this committee attempts to be scrupulously 
fair to all witnesses. We have information which indicates a con- 
diision quite to the contrary to the one you just put in the record. 
We have a lot of infonnation which has been brought to the attention 
of this committee that indicates that you w'ere, over that short period 
of time, at least, one of the biggest home improvement operators in 
tlie siding field, and that insofar as unethical sales practices are 

.lOnno — 54 42 
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concerned, you and j[our concerns were one of the greatest offenders. 

Mr. Wolfe. That is wrong. 

Mr. Sells. As I said, I am not going to fence with you. 

Mr. WoLi^. You may have that information. 1 don’t know how 
you got it, but at no time did we condone unethical selling. 

Mr. Sells. What efforts did you make actually to control the effoits 
of your salesmen or your representatives or independent contractors? 
I don’t care what you call them. 

Mr. Wolfe. The efforts we made is in holding meetings, that we 
tried to instill them with the idea that it is just as easy and as profit- 
able to sell clean, and leave a good taste, because we wanted to remain 
in business and as a result of tliat, we had 2 or 3 times, we had McBride 
or somebody from his office come to our luncheon meetings and address 
them. 

Mr. Sells. Who was McBride? 

Mr. Wolfe. He is head of the FHA. 

Mr. Sells. Local director of the FHA ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes. 

In spot-checking jobs — for instance, as an illustration, I went out 
to spot check a job in Des Moines. I found the job being put up. 
The man that bought the iob is standing right there. He likes the 
aluminum siding. I talked with him. I had the contract with him. 
I said, “Is this contract your entire understanding of the contract?” 
I said, “You will pay so much aftej* the first 45 days, et cetera.” 

At the bottom of our contracts we had in 24 point type : 

No verbal agreements accepted. Everything must be put in writing in the 
contract. 

We had that right on the contract. 

In talking to this gentleman, he started telling me that it is going 
to be a swell job and he is tickled to death he went into it. I said, 
“Why?” He said, “The salesman promised me $75 for every job they 
would do within a radius of 20 miles.” 

Mr. Sells. That is the so-called bonus or model homes ? 

Mr. Wolfe. That is correct. I asked him, I said, “Did the sales- 
man put it in writing?” 

He says, “No.” 

I says, “How can you be so gullible as to accept anything like that 
verbally when the contract, in large type — ” it wasn’t hidden in 6* 
point type — ^it was in large 24-point type — “tells you that the com- 
pany will accept no verbal agreements ? ’’ 

Mr. Sells. I\Tiat did he say about it? He said the representation 
had been made ? 

Mr. Wolfe. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. Did you attempt to discipline that particular salesman? 

Mr. Wolfe. We fired him. That is one of the reasons we had a large 
turnover. 

Mr. Sells. Let me ask you this: What kind of an agreement or 
understanding did you have with these salesmen, Mr. Wolie ? Did you 
have some kind of an agency'contract with them or did you have an 
employment contract? 

Mr. Wolfe. Our deal was this : That if they went out and sold a job 
and we gave it to them — in other words if a job took 20 squares, and 
we parred it out to them for $46 a square and on that $46 a square 
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vve furnished labor and the salesman or the contractor or the applica- 
tor was to bring in a completion slip when the job was completed, and 
our fee on it was just so much a square. 

Everything over that was their commission, but we had a top that 
we did not allow them to exceed. 

Mr. Sells. What w^as that top ? 

Mr. Wolfe. $100, which was the ultimate top. The average was 
about $80. 

Mr. Sells. Taking your figure of $46 and anything above that as 
being a salesman commission with the top of $100, it was possible 
for the salesman’s commission to equal the actual return to you as 
the supplier ? 

Mr. Wolfe. In some cases it was more, for the reason 

Mr. Sells. 46 percent is not a half of a hundred percent. 

Mr. WoLi^. That is one of the reasons we decided to discontinue 
the business. For instance, a salesman would bring in a job of 12 
squares for $960. We would do the job and the job would only take 7 
squares. The company didn’t get paid for 12 squares. We just got 
paid for the actual 7 squares we put on the job and the salesmen or 
the seller of the job had all the gravy. 

Mr. Sells. You say the company only got paid for the 7 squares. 
You had the contract. You had the money. Why couldn’t you have 
held your share of the proceeds for the whole 12 squares ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Our agreement with the salesman worked sometimes 
the other way around also. He would bring a job for 12 squares that 
took 16 squares. 

Mr. Sells. That still doesn’t answer my question, Mr. Wolfe. You 
had the money and you had the contracts. 

Mr. Wolfe. That is correct. Our arrangement with them was to 
charge them on the actual squares the job took. 

Mr. Sells. Was that arrangement in writing? 

Mr. Wolfe. No, I don’t think any 

Mr. Sells. Let me ask this specific question. I want to ask you to 
think about it before you answer it. Let’s take your case which you 
brought up. I didn’t bring up the case, where your salesman went 
out and sold a job and got a contract requiring 12 squares, and you 
tell me that you actually only applied 7 squares. Did you ever go back 
to the homeowner and tell the homeowner ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes; we did. In several instances, we called the home- 
owner and told him his job would cost him two or three hundred dol- 
lars less than he contracted for, because we felt that the price was too 
high on the job. 

Mr. Sells. Did you tell him why? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes ; because it took less squares than we figured. 

Mr. Carr. Had you already paid the salesmen ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Not in those cases; no. We lost several salesmen 
through doing that also. 

Mr. Sells. I take it there were other cases though, where you had 
paid the salesmen and then found out that the job actually required 
less material than what the salesman had estimated. In those cases 
you didn’t attempt to notify the homeowner? 

Mr. Wolfe. No ; on the other hand 

Mr. Sfjxs. Answer that question first if you will, Mr. Wolfe. 

Mr. Wolfe. Will you put that to me again ? 
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Mr. Sells: There were cases in which the contract, as brought in 
by the salesman, called for more material than what you actually 
applied, and cases wherein when that happened you did not notify the 
homeowner? 

Mr. Wolfe. That is true, but there were also cases, and there were 
plenty more of those cases, where the amount called for took more 
squareage. 

Mr. Sells. All you are telling me when you tell me that is, insofar 
as you are concerned it averaged out but that doesn’t take care of the 
individual homeowner who paid for 12 squares and only got 7 squares 
on his house ; isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Wolfe. That is correct, but where there was discrepancy of 
that size, usually some arrangements were made. 

Mr. Sells, Wait a minute now, Mr. Wolfe. I want you to hold— 
you throw a lot at me here, but you qualify it to some extent. You 
say usually some ai’rangement was made. Wiat arrangement was 
made? 

Mr. Wolfe. A refund arrangement of some kind, but the majority 
of cases, where there was an overage or undei’age, was only half a 
square or square or square and a half. It was very seldom that it ex- 
ceeded the underage or the overage exceeded anywhere from a half to 
say, 2 squares. 

Mr. Sells. Well, at $46 a square, isn’t that the figure that you used? 

Mr. Wolfe. Well, 46, and aluminum went up from $46 to $56 a 
square. 

Mr. Sells. Two squares is $100, and I believe it is fair to say that to 
an individual homeowner, $100 might be a lot of money? 

Mr. Wolfe. That is correct. 

Mr. Sells. There were some cases where the homeowner paid $100 
for material that he never got? 

Mr. AYolfe. Offhand I would say “Yes.” 

Mr. Sells. I am trying, Mr. Wolfe, believe me, in your interest and 
my own, I am trying to cover a lot of territory in a short time and 
you can understand that. 

When the.se salesmen came to you, Mr. M’^olfe, and wanted to repre- 
.sent any one or all of your concerns, did they fill out some kind of an 
application blank with you? 

Ml’. Wolfe. Yes; they did. We had a contract form also that they 
filled out on each particular job, showing that they were a sub- 
contractor, or an independent contractor — every job that we purchased 
from them they signed it. 

Mr. Sells. We can dispose of that status for our purposes by this t 
Did you withhold any taxes or any social security ? 

Mr. Wolfe. No. 

Mr. Sells. Did you pay any social security or withholding taxes 
on any of these salesmen ? 

Mr. Wolfe. No. 

Mr. Seli^. So as far as the situation was concerned as between 
you and them, they were independent contractors? 

Mr. Wolfe. That is right. - 

Mr. Sells, Still before you would let somebody go out and repre- 
sent themselves as a representative of your company, you required 
them to come in and at least talk to you and make some kind of an 
application to you? 
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Mr. Wolfe. That is true. 

Mr. Sells. Did you interview them? , . 

Mr. Wolfe. I would like to answer that question this way : When 
I entered into this sort of business, I had my publishing plant and at 
no time at the start did I contemplate running any of these companies 
myself. I was a novice. I was just as naive as some of the gullible 

customers. . , . « 

Mr. Sells. As far as this business? 

Mr. Wolfe. As far as this business is concerned, that is correct. 

I did not take actual personal hold of this business until I was dis- 
illusioned by so many of the men that I had trying to run the business 
^or me. 

Mr. Sells. Did you ever get disillusioned with Isadore Cohen ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Not during that time in that business; no. 

Mr. Sells. Since then ? 

Mr. Wolfe. A little bit. 

Mr. Sells. Why? 

Mr. "Wolfe. It is personal. 

Mr. Sells. What experience did Mr. Cohen have in this business 
prior to the time the two of you associated in it? 

Mr. Wolfe. He had a little more than I did. 

Mr. Sells. By a little more, what? He had already been in the 
business ? 

Mr. Wolfe. He had had about a year experience previous to the time 
that he asked me to join him in this business. It was through Mr. 
Cohen that I ^t into the business. 

Mr. SioELs. Did you ever meet Harry Cohen? 

Mr. Wolfe. Harry Cohen ? 

Mr. Seij[.s. Yes. 

Mr. Wolfe. Harry Kane? 

Mr. Sells. Yes. 

Mr. A^^OLFE. I met him twice. 

Mr. Sells. When? 

Mr. Wolfe. I met him once in Chicago at the All-Side office, for 
about ,5 or 10 minutes, just an introduction and then I met him when 
he stopped ofF in Des Moines and asked us for a job, which was 
anotlier about 5 minutes. Of course I told my man no. He never 
worked for us. 

Ml’. Sells. Isn’t he in fact related to Isadore? 

Mr. Wolfe. No. 

Mr. Sells. Are you sure about that ? 

Ml’. Wolfe. I am almost ])ositive about that. I mean 

Mr. Sells. You were telling me, Mr. Wolfe, and I think it is an 
interesting part of the story to us, you were telling us that you had no 
experience in this home-improvement business before you got into it. 

Mr. "Wolfe. That is I’ight. 

Mr. Sei.ls. I had asked you what you did when these salesmen came 
111 and wanted to represent your firm and I think you were starting out 
to give me an explanation of what you did. 

Hr. AVolfe. Yes; we requested them as to who they worked for and 
we tried to check up 

Mr. Sells. AVere they required to put that information down on 
paper in writing? 
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Mr. Wolfe. In some cases they did. I mean, we had an application 
form, yes, an employment application form. 

Mr. Sells. What information did that employment application 
form call for? 

Mr. Wolfe. The way we check usually — you want a frank and 
honest answer on this 

Mr. Sells. I would like it. 

Mr. Wolfe. So I would call Mr. Lou Eisen, who is the All-Side 
representative in Chicago, and who had his finger on the pulse of the 
siding business all over the country, and who had been in the business 
for so many years and he knew most of the salesmen and in fact sales- 
men were usually sent to us by Mr. Eisen, asked for their capabilities 
and asked whether they were clean. 

Mr. Sells. How long have you known Lou Eisen? 

Mr. Wolfe. I will say a matter of 4 or 5 years. 

Mr. Sells. Did you meet him after you got into this business or 
before? 

Mr. Wolfe. I met him casually once previous to the time I got into 
this business, in Des Moines, but at the time I met him I didivt know 
what business he was in. He had a business of his own of this kind 
in Des Moines at one time, and I remember meeting him casually 
down at the Standard Club, but I did not know what his business 
comiections were at the time that I met him. It was only through the 
siding business that I really met him. 

Mr. Sells. How well do you know Mickey Cohen ? 

Mr. Wolfe. I never met the gentleman. I don’t know him at all. 

Mr. Sells. Do you know who he is? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes, I know who he is, but I never met him. 

Mr. Sells. Are you sure about that, Mr. Wolfe? 

Mr. Wolfe. I am iDositive, positive. At no time did I ever meet 
Mickey Cohen. 

Mr. Sells. This application form that your salesmen filled out, 
did it call for any previous arrest or criminal records ? 

Mr. Wolfe. No. 

Mr. Seli^. Let’s get right down to cases. 

Mr. Wolfe, No, it didn’t. 

Mr. Sells. Did you ever make any inquiry of anybody or any 
legitimate attempt to find out what Innd of people these men were 
that you were employing? 

Mr. Wolfe. During the short time that I was running the company, 
yes ; because if a man told me he worked in Kock Island, I would get 
on the telephone and call Rock Island and ask the siding man he 
worked for as to how, what, when, and where. ^ 

Mr. Sells. Were you ever told that some of these fellows didnt 
have very good reputations ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes. Those that didn't have good reputations we didn’t 
hire. 

Mr. Sells. Are you sure about that, Mr. Wolfe ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Well, as far asjny personal connections with the com- 
pany, I will say “Yes.” 

Mr. Seli^. I will accept that from you, but if you disclaim that 
responsibility, Mr. Wolfe, who in your organization would take re- 
sponsibility for employing some of these rather shady characters 
that were employed by your company? 
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j/Ir. Wolfe. Well 

jfr. Sells. Was that Mr. Cohen’s fault or Mr. Kline’s fault or 
that Lou Ferrell’s fault? 

Mr. Wolfe. No. Lou Ferrell was never connected with us in Des 
Jloines at all. 

Mr. Sells. How about Nebraska? 

Mr. Wolfe. When we bought General Builders, for instance, there 
was a young fellow working there by the name of Harry Stroiman. 

teught the company from Dick Richards, who had built the 
company up. Harry Stroiman was one of the salesmen who had 
had experience in operating companies of this kind. Now we bought 
tliis company with the understanding that Harry Stroiman would 
stay there and act as general manager, and run it, because neither 
3Ir. Cohen nor myself had sufficient knowledge of the business or 
the ramifications of that kind of a business. If we would have had, 
or if I would have had, I doubt vei*y much if 1 would have touched 
it with a 10-foot pole. 

Mr. Sells. Mr. Wolfe, I am not trying to be facetious. But in view 
of what we understand to have been some of your past activities, why 
would you have been so reticent about going into this line of business, 
if you had known so many of these things ? 

Ah’. Wolfe. "Wliat do you understand are my past activities, outside 
of publishing ? 

Mr. Sells. Well, I understand this, Mr. Wolfe: I understand you 
hiid the reputation of being somewhat of a gambler in that commu- 
nity and I don’t mean in the casual sense of playing cards with a 
neighbor on a Saturday night. Let’s put it this way: Professional 
gambler. 

Mr. Wolfe. This is the fiist time that has ever come to my atten- 
tion and you are absolutely wrong. I am not 

Mr. Sells. We can leave that right there. Let's go back to the 
other point. You say if you had known any of these gentlemen were 
crooked, you wouldn’t have gone into the business ? 

Mr. Wolfe. That is coiTect. 

Mr. Sells. But you did find out they were crooked afterward ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes ; and we let them go as quick as we found out. 

Mr. Sells. Before you let them go they had had plenty of time to 
go out and sell contracts for you, hadn’t they ? 

Mr. Wolfe. I imagine they had. 

Mr. Sells. As a matter of fact you found out later a lot of them had 
criminal records ? 

Mr. Wolfe. No 

Mr. Sells. A lot of them had been not only accused but had been dis- 
charged from prior positions in this same field for engaging in the 
same type of practices ? 

Mr. Wolfe. No. You are under a misconception there. I never 
found — I don’t think to this day I have ever found that anybody who 
has worked for us has had a criminal record of any kind, and as far 
^having a knowledge of their method of selling, I was naive enough to 
leel, and I honestly did feel so during the first year in business, that 
were running one of the cleanest operations in the country. 

Mr. Sells. T^at later disillusioned you, Mr. Wolfe ? 

Mr. WoLPB. By going out and checking jobs, I found this : That the 
lault, not only was witli the salesmen, but was just as much with the 
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customer, because the customer had just as much larceny in his heart 
as the salesman had or he wouldn’t have accepted the salesman’s word 
and kept things from the company that purchased this contract. 
would call a customer up and say, “Was there any verbal understand- 
ing or did Mr. So-and-So promise you anything?” And the customer 
would say, “Absolutely not.” 

Mr. Sells. Suppose you had a new man who came in as a salesman, 
Mr. Wolfe. Wlio in your organization, among your associates, took 
the resmonsibilitv of telling that man how he was to sell his product! 

Mr. Wolfe. The man who was running the company, and wc used to i 
have meetings an average of once or twice and three times a week just 
to go over that and we had contests at one time. 

Mr. Sells. At one time you were general manager of one of these? 

Mr. Wolfe. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. Wliich one was it? 

Mr. Wolfe. Toward the end. 

Mr. Sells. Was that Aluminum Associates or General Builders? 

Mr. Wolfe. General Builders. Aluminum Associates at no time 
did any work with the public. 

Mr. Sells. Wliat did they do? 

Mr. Wolfe. Aluminum Associates was organized as a wholesale 
buying outfit tn act as the buying 

Mr. Sells. Solely? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Wliat did they do, buy it and sell it to you ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes. It was the same people and we bought it and sold 
it to XJniversad Supply Co., in Des Moines, General Builders, in Des 
Moines, and the Universal Builders, Inc., in Omaha. 

Mr. Sells. Why was it necessary to set up a separate buying con- 
cern ? With three corporations selling in this field, couldn’t you have 
bought direct from the manufacturer at the same price ? 

Mr. Wolfe. We did buy direct from the manufacturer. It just 
gave some of the other people who weren’t interested in our General 
Builders, by investing in the Aluminum Associates, to participate in 
some of the profits. 

Mr. Sells. You were also one of the principal figures in Aluminum 
Associates? 

Mr. Wolfe. Anyway, the thing didn’t last over n weeks. 

Mr. Sells. Do you know what I think, Mr. Wolfe, and correct me 
if I am wrong, I think you set up Aluminum Associates for tax ad- 
vantage. 

Mr. Wolfe. That was one of the reasons, yes, if there were going 
to be any. 

Mr. Sells. You admit, then, at some time, during this period, per- 
haps when you were general manager of General Builders, you were 
the one that was responsible for attempting to control the activities 
of these salesmen ? 

Mr. Wolfe. That is correct. 

Mr. SelIvS. Well, let’s branch out. Let’s go into a little broader 
question. Mr. Wolfe. Let’s consider the operation of all five con- 
cern again. Let me ask you this: Isn’t it a fact, Mr. Wolfe — I dont 
care when it was, whether it was after you had concluded you should 
get out of the business or while you were still in the business, yon 
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(jitl— let's put it this way : It did come to your attention that your 
salesmen were engaging in sales techniques which, among other 
tilings, involved the model -home approaidi, tlie bonus approach — isn’t 
that correct? 

Mr. Wolfe. What do you mean, it did come to our attention ? 

Mr. Sells. "VYeren’t there complaints made about that ? 

Mr. Wolfe. No. 

Mr. Sells. You told me in one case at least you went out to a job 
and the homeowner told you that is the basis on wdiicli the job had been 
sold? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes, but it wasn't because a complaint had been made. 
It was because I myself was checking. 

Mr. Sells. Did you ever receive any complaints to that effect from 
any source, either from the homeowner or possibly from the bank? 
I mean, by “bank,”’ I think you told us you sold your paper to 
“ABC”? 

Mr. Y OLFE. We did do a little business with some banks. 1 can’t 
say offhand that we hadn't received complaints, but I will say this: 
That every time that we attempted to do any advertising along those 
lines, we first took it up wdth the FHA local office for their O. K. and 
copy, and so forth. 

Mr. Sells. Did you ever receive any complaints from the Better 
Business Bureau about the practices your salesmen were engaged in ? 
Mr. Wolfe. No. 

Mr. Sells. Did you ever receive any complaints from ABC, Allied 
Builders Credit? 

Mr. Wolfe. No, we didn’t except on those two jobs that I men- 
tioned previously. 

Mr. Sells. Did you ever receive any complaints from banlcs that 
you discounted paper with ? 

Mr. WoLFi-L No. That is one of the reasons I was under the im- 
pression that we were doing a very clean job. 

Mr. Sells. Let's look at it another way. You say you did receive 
a lot of complaints, and you had a crew of men out servicing com- 
plaints. Were those workmanship complaints ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes. 


Mr. Sells. Ydio did the workmanship on these jobs? 

Mr. AVolfe. Applicators. 

Mr. Seli.s. Were they men that were employed by you or on your 
payroll ? Were they employees of any of these five companies? 

Mr. Wolfe. No. They Avere working for whatever concerns could 
give them work. For instance, if a crew of applicators came to us 
Monday morning, and we had nothing for them, and they would 
go to one of the other siding companies to see whether they had 
anything for them. 

Mr. Sells. How many siding companies were operating in that area 
at this time? By “area” I mean that geogi’aphic area you described, 
Wraska and Kansas. Do you have any idea? 

Mr. AYolfe. I would say 30 or 40 ; maybe more. 

Mr. Sells. You had a lot of competition then? 

Mr. AVolfe. Yes. 

. Mr. Sells. These applicators, were they itinerants? Or were they 
just a crew of men that traveled around to go looking for a job putting 
np siding? 
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Mr. Wolfe. I wouldn't class them as itinerants, because \vhen 
you had work for them, they worked pretty steadily and stayed 
around. 

Mr. Sells. What did the siding cost you per square, Mr. Wolfe? 

Mr. Wolfe. I think it cost us — ^it averaged — we averaged it out to 
where we wei*e, after the first 400 squares a month we could gross 
or I would say net, about $7 or $8 a square. ’ 

Mr. Sells. That was tlie cost to you. What did it cost you to get it 
applied, Mr. Wolfe? 

Mr. Wolfe. All the way from $9 to $11 or $12 a square. 

Mr. Sells. Let’s take your top figure. You say it averaged $7 a 
square; is that what you paid for the siding? 

Mr. Wolfe. No. We paid an average of about $25 a square for 
the siding. 

Mr. Sells. Wliat was that figure you gave? 

Mr. Wolfe. I said we netted. 

Mr. Sells. I didn’t ask that question. I asked it the other way 
first, Mr. Wolfe. What did you pay for the siding? 

IVIr. Wolfe. Ofihand, I don’t have the figures here, but the actual 
siding cost us about $25 to $26 a square. 

Mr. Sells. Would that be a top price or would that be the average 
price? 

Mr. Wolfe. It wouldn’t be the top because we paid as high as ^26, 
$27, $28 a square. 

Mr. Sells. Why the variation in price? You tell us you bought 
this from the same company all the time, All-Side Aluminum. 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes; because they would get an increase from the 
aluminum factory and they would raise their price $1 a square to us. 

Mr. Sells. Let’s take $25, then, as an average price that you paid 
for this siding and you tell me you paid anywhere from $9 to $12 
to get it applied. Let’s take the middle figure of $11 — that is a little 
hi^ maybe — so it actually cost you about $36 or $37 to put that siding 
on the house. 

Mr. Wolfe. No; it cost us more than that. 

Mr. Sells. What other costs did you have? 

Mr. Wolfe. There was foil that went underneath the siding; there 
v/ere corners, tliere were backers. 

Mr. Sells. Where did you purchase that from? 

Mr. Wolfe. From All-Side, Inc., but that was not included in the 
price of siding 

Mr. Sells. Did you charge extra for those items in your contracts 
over the $46 to $50 per square price that you quoted me? 

Mr. Wolfe. No, sir; we did not. 

Mr. Sells. Well, then, I suppose your testimony would be that it 
actually cost you somewhere between $36 and maybe $40 per square 
to put a siding job on a house ; is that right ? 

Mr. Wolfe. I would say about $36. 

Mr. Sells. And the price that you took as your portion — that is, the 
company’s portion of the contract, was anywhere from $46 to $50? 

Mr. Wolfe. That is right.' 

Mr. Sells. It is your testimony, then, that you made only 

Mr. Wolfe. $7 or $8 a square. 

Mr. Sells. Can we say $8 fo $10 a square? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes, well, gross, $8 to $10. That was our average. 
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j£r. Sells. How many men did you actually employ in any of these 
corporations ? What was the maximum of employees that you had on 
die payroll of any of these corporations? 

Ifr. Wolfe. What do you mean by 

Hr. Sells. I mean, excluding your salesmen^ whom you have told 
]ne were independent contractors, and excluding these applicators, 
who, as I understand, were almost in the same situation. They were 
crews that you hired. 

Mr. Wolfe. The average office force was 2, 8, 4 at the most. 

Mr. Sells. At the most ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Would this be a fair statement, to say that — including 
jourself, and possibly from 1 to 2 associates in these corporations, the 
total — the corporation, including its employees who are actually on 
die payroll, maybe numbered from 6 to 8 people ; is that right? 

Mr. Wolfe. I would say from 5 to 8. 

Mr. Sells. Did you ever subcontract any of these siding jobs to a 
reputable local subcontractor? I mean a man doing business in the 
community in a building trade. 

Mr. Wolfe. I don’t think we have any. You see, the applicators 
have to be trained to put on aluminum siding jobs. 

Mr. Sells. Who trains them ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Well, they go out with other applicators, or they ar- 
range with other applicators to work as helpers with them. 

Mr. Sells. What you are telling me, then, Mr. Wolfe, is they are 
itinerant ni the same sense that an itinerant or traveling salesman 
wanders around from place to place? 

Mr. Wolfe. They are itinerant, since we have no control over them 
outside of that one job, Wlien they sign up for one job, after that 
job is finished, we have no control over the applicators. If they 
wanted to move over to DiPaglio next morning or to a job at the same 
time they were doing one for us — and we discovered that happening 
time and time again — we had no control over them. 

Mr. Sells. What would happen when you got a complaint, the day 
after the crew had put up the siding that the job hadn’t been finished? 

Mr. Wolfe. We would get the crew and go back and rectify it. 

Mr. Sells. The same crew? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. In every case ? 

Mr. Wolfe. I would say in 99 percent of the cases. If a complaint 
came in that short order, we sitill hadn’t paid off the crew, and we 
wouldn’t pay them off until the customer was satisfied with that job. 

Mr. Sells. Suppose the complaint didn’t come in until a week after 
you had paid off? 

Mr. Wolfe. If that crew was in the vicinity, or at hand, then we 
would complain to them, and tell them that we would not give them 
any more work unless they went out and rectified this one, and if 
they didn’t, we had our own servicing men. 

Mr. Sells. In 1948 you were the subject of an investigation in Des 
Moines, were you not? 

Mr. Wolfe. That is right, I was. 

Mr. Sells. You appeared before a grand jui’y ? 

Mr. Wolfe. No, sir, I never did. 

Mr. Sells. Are you sure about that ? 
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' Mr. Wolfe. Positive. It was a county attorney indictment. 

Mr. Sells. A county attorney indictment ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Were you named as the defendant in that indictment? 

: Mr. Wolfe. One of the defendants, yes. 

Mr. Sells. Were you brought to trial on that indictment? 

Mr. Wolfe. No, sir, I never was. 

Mr. Sells. What happened to that indictment? 

Mr. Wolfe. The other gentleman, the safety commissioner, was 
brought to trial, and the case was dismissed for lack of evidence. That 
is all there was to it. 

Mr. Sells. Dismissed against both of you ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sells. Were you at any time asked to testify in that case? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes. I was asked to testify. 

Mr. Sells. At the time of trial ? 

Mr. Wolfe. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. Did you testify in that case? 

Mr. Wolfe. I did. 

Mr. Sells. Were you asked any questions at that time in that 
testimony that you refused to answer, Mr. Wolfe? 

Mr. Wolfe. I did. 

Mr. Sells. What was the ground of your refusal ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Well, on the attorney’s advice, constitutional rights, 
or whatever it was. It was .so far back I don’t remember, but that is 
my understanding of it. 

Mr. Sells. Is that the only criminal record you have ? 

Mr. Wolfe. No. I was mixed up in something when I was a kid. 
It goes way back over 30 years ago. 

Mr. Sells. Well, how old are you now, Mr. Wolfe? 

Mr. Wolfe. Fifty-two. 

' Mr. Sells. So. by “kid” you mean some time in your early twenties, 
is that right? 

Mr. Wolfe. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. Wliat was that Mr. Wolfe? 

Mr. Wolfe. Forgery. 

Mr. Sells. Were you brought to trial on that? 

Mr. Wolfe. I was. 

Mr. Sells. What happened there? 

Mr. Wolfe. I was sentenced to reformatory for 6 months. 

Mr. Sells. Federal or State? 

Mr. Wolfe. No; State. 

Mr. Sells. Which reformatory? 

Mr. Wolfe. Ionia, Mich. 

Mr. Sells. Did you serve that sentence ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sells. Keleased? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Were you on parole or probation ? 

Mr. Wolfe. I was on parole. 

Mr. Sells. For how long? 

Mr. Wolfe. I imagine a year’s parole. I broke it and they sent 
me back for 6 months, and then after that I served out the parole and 
everything was all right. 
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Seu^s. Is that the only criminal record you have, Mr. Wolfe? 
Mr* Wolfe. No. I had the same thing in Mansfield, Ohio, and 
that is the only criminal record I have. 

Mr. Sells. When Avas that in Mansfield? 

Mr. Wolfe. At the same time. In fact, it all happened in a period 
of about 2 years. 

Mr. Sells. In other words, there were two forgery charges ? 

Mr. Wolfe. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. What did they involve, forgery of checks ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Checks, small amounts of checks. I was 18 or 19 years 

oW- 

Mr. Sells. Tliat Avas the only matter you had until this matter in 
Des Moines in 191:8? 

Mr. Wolfe. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. What Avas the nature of tlie charge in (he 1948 matter, 
bribery ? 

Mr. Wolfe. No. It was conspiracy. 

Mr. Sells. And you are absolutely sure that, Avith the exception 
of the 2 earlier incidents, say, 20 years ago, or 22 years ago, or 30 
years ago, and this later one in Des Moines, Iowa, those are the only 
records you have? 

Mr. AVolfe. I am positive. 

Mr. Sells. Have you ever been arrested for anything — for anything 
else? 

Mr. Wolfe. No. I don’t think I ever have. 

Mr. Sells. Mr. Wolfe, are you aware that at various times it has 
been alleged that some of the documents — I am thinking perhaps of 
FHA title I applications — the notes, which usually accompany those 
applications, and possibly even completion certificates on jobs which 
were performed by your company had been forged ? 

Mr. AVolfe. That is not correct. 

Mr. Sells. Are you aAvare that that allegation has been made? 

Mr. AA^olfe. No, I am not aAvare that the allegation has ever been 
made. 

Mr. Sells. Do you know Avhether any of those records Avere ever 
forged ? 

Mr. AVolfe. No, I don’t. The only time that anything like that 
was ever called to my attention is in the Powers case, Avhere the ABC 
claimed that the son had signed the father’s name Avhile the father 
was overseas, or in Europe. 

Mr. Sells. AVIien your salesmen brought in a contract, they usually 
brought in with it an FHA title I loan application, did they not ? 

Mr. Wolfe. That is correct. 

Mr. Sells. And that loan application Avas usually signed? 
Mr.AV'oijFE. That is correct. 

Mr. Sells. They also brought in with it a credit application ? 

Mr. AA^olfe. That Avas all in one. 

Mr. Sells. It Avas a credit application and it had at the bottom a 
note? 

Mr. Wolfe. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. And that Avas usually signed ? 

Mr. AA^olfe. No. The note Avasn’t usually signed. 

Mr. Sells. In some cases it was signed ? 
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Mr. Wolfe. Not when I was handling it. 

Mr. Sells. In no case ? 

Mr. Wolfe. The notes were always usually signed — in some cases 
chances are they were. I don’t say it wasn’t a practice of doing that^ 
but we usually got the notes signed when we received the completion 
slip after the j ob was done. 

Mr. Sells. You say you usually did. Weren’t there, in fact, cases 
where the salesmen brought in a signed note ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Well now you may be asking of a lot of cases that I 
have no direct knowledge of. 

Mr. Sells. Now 1o(S:, Mr. Wolfe, you were a principal in these 
different concerns, which operated over a very short period of time. 

Mr. Wolfe. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. In fairness to you, you knew something about the man- 
ner in which this business was conducted and in fact at least in one, 
by your own testimony, you were the general manager of the company. 

Mr. Wolfe. That is correct. 

Mr. Sells. Isn’t it a fact that some of your agents brought in some 
contracts with the notes, the title I loan application 

Mr. Wolfe. I never handled the contracts until I took over active 
management. 

Mr. Sells. You still haven’t answered the question. 

Mr. Wolfe. I can’t honestly answer you that I know that took place, 
because I don’t. 

Mr. Sells. Isn’t it a fact, Mr. Wolfe, that in more than one case, 
along with a signed blank note, your salesmen also brought in a signed 
completion certificate ? 

Mr. WooTJ. Never. We never had completion certificates until 
after the j ob was done. 

Mr. Sells. Didn’t your salesmen in fact carry completion certifi- 
cates along with the rest of the papers ? 

Mr. Wolfe. No, our salesmen did not. Our applicators carried 
completion certificates. Wlien our salesmen had to go and get com- 
pletion slips they usually picked them up from the office. We never 
made it a practice 

Mr. Sells. I want to remind you of one thing, Mr. Wolfe. There is 
a record being made of this and every question I have asked you along 
this line you have qualified. That is the way it is going in the record. 
You say ^‘usually.” That leaves an inference 

Mr. Wolfe. I am trying to tell you as far as I know what went on. 

Mr. Sells. When you qualify an answer by saying “usually” that 
leaves the inference that at least' in some case it is true that completion 
certificates were brought in signed. 

Mr. Wolfe. There never was a completion certificate brought in 
signed before a job was completed to my knowledge. 

Mr. Sells. Isn’t it a fact that your salesmen, or at least some of 
them, carried with them blank completion certificates at the time they 
went out to make the sale ? 

Mr. Wolfe. They were not handed to them by the office or they were 
not in our salesmen’s kit. 

Mr. Seli^. All you are saying is, then, that you personally did not 
supply those; is that correct? 

Mr. Wolfe. That is correct. 
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Mr. Carr. Did he bring a crew of salesmen with him? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes. 

Mr. Carr. How many? 

]\Ir. Wolfe. I would say 2 or 3. 

Mr. Carr. Do you recall their names ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Xo. Offhand, I don’t. Offhand, I don’t. 

Mr. Sells. Mr. Wolfe, during the time that you were actively in. 
terested in these 5 corporations, were you drawing salaries from all 
5 of them ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Drawing salaries from one of them. 

Mr, Sells. MHiich one? 

Mr. Wolfe. Genei'al Builders, Inc. 

Mr. Sells. May I ask what that salary was? 

Mr. Wolfe. It was $200 a week, and then when I stepped in to run 
the place it was $300 a week. 

Mr. Sells. I want you to think about this before you answer it. 
You have testified you received no salary from the other four com- 
panies ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Wolfe. I know there was no salaries from Aluminum Asso- 
ciates. We received no salary from General Builders — from Uni- 
versal Builders of Omaha, we may have received a $25 a week expense 
check from Universal, but I will not swear to that, but as a salaiy 
we received no salary. 

Mr. Sells. What did you receive other than salaries, dividends! 

Mr. Wolfe. No ; there weren’t any dividends declared. 

Mr. Sells. Loans? 

Mr. Wolfe. I loaned them more money than they loaned me. 

Mr. Sells. Is it your testimony that you never profited from the 
operation of these other four concerns at all ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes. I would say that is my testimony, and the books, 
when an ultimate report is made, will show it. 

Mr. Sells. Mr. Wolfe, you certainly — and I give you evei’y credit— 
you certainly weren’t in this business as a charity. 

Mr. Wolfe, No. 

Mr. Sells. You expected to make money out of tliis business? 

Mr. Wolfe. I did. 

Mr. Sells. And you expected to make a lot of money out of this 
business? 

Mr. Wolfe. That is right. 

May I tell you what happened? For instance, in Universal Build- 
ers, when we bought General Builders we bought it from Dick Rich- 
ards. He went into rattan furniture business. Within a few months 
he went broke in the rattan furniture business and wanted to go back 
into the siding business, although we had a contract with him that 
claimed he could not go back in Des Moines. So we made a deal 
with Mr. Richards and organized Universal Supply Co., and Mr. 
Richards was to run it, on a 50-50 basis, 50 percent of the profit would 
go to him and 50 percent of the profit would go to Mr. Cohen and 
n^self. At the end of 7 or 8 months, or just before Christmas time, 
Mr. Cohen, who was supposed to be the accountant, had neglected 
the books and everything there, and we found the place had made 
about $22,000, and Mr. Richards had not only used his $11,000 up 
but also used up our $11,000, and some of our working capital. 
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Mr. Sells. That takes care of 1. How about the other 3 ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Aluminum Associates, there was never anything to 
divide. It was a short-lived corporation. It had lots of expenses. 
Cooperated between Universal in Omaha for about 12 months and 
the first 2 months are losing months in every business, so we only 
had one concerin General Building Corp. 

Mr. Sells. Y^our testimony is the only profit, or return, that you 
received was this $300 a week salary you received when you were 
general manager of General Builders; is that correct? 

Mr. Wolfe. That is correct. 

Mr. Sells. Do you want the record to show that? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes, because it is true, as much as you might doubt it. 
Mr. Sells. How much of your own money did you invest in these 
five corporations, Mr. Wolfe? 

Mr. Wolfe. Around $20,000, I would judge. 

Mr. Sells. How long were you general manager of General 
Builders ? 

Mr. Wolfe. About 4 or 5 months. 

Mr. Sells. So your testimony is that for your $20,000 investment 
in these 5 corporations you recovered approximaetly $6,000. I am 

taking five times $1,200 a month 

Mr. Wolfe. No. I was drawing $200 a month before — for about a 
year and a half, I was drawing $200 a week. 

Mr. Sells. $200 a week? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. As an officer? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. F or about how long ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Aboutayear and a half there. 

Then there was one instance I recall that Mr. Cohen and myself 
each took $2,000 out of General Builders, as part of our capital, to 
go into an oil deal. 

. Mr. Sells. You withdrew it as a return of capital? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Did you ever borrow money from these corporations ? 

Mr. Wolfe. I never did. 

Mr. Sells. How about Mr. Cohen ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Mr. Cohen borrowed once, $1,500, while I was out of 
the city I remember, but, as far as making it — which happens to be 
true — but as far as making a general practice of borrowing money 
-from the corporations, we didn’t. 

Mr. Sells. I wasn’t amused. I was thinking that you, again, had to 
Qualify your 'statement by saying that he borrowed $1,500, “while 
I was out of the city.” 

Mr. Wolfe. That is just the way it happened, because if I was 
there 

. Mr. Sells. You wouldn’t have let him have it ? 

Mr. Wolfe. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. That was the inference you left by the answer you gave 
fo the question. 

Mr. Wolfe. That is true. 

Mr. Sells. As I see the figures, roughly speaking, Mr. Wolfe, con- 
sidering your $200 a week salary, which you drew as an officer, and 
your $6,000 that you drew for the period for which you were general 

C0690 — 54 43 
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manager, you probably recovered somewhere between $15,000 and 
$20,000 of your original investment of your own anoney ; is that about 
right ? ■ , 

* Mr. Wolfe. I have always felt that I just about broke even in that 
entire operation. 

Mr. Sells. But your testimony is that you didn’t walk off with mom 
than what you put in the business ? 

Mr. Wolfe. That is pretty close to it. 

Mr. Sells. How active have you been in the field of financing used 
cars ? 

Mr. Wolfe. I have never financed used cars, except maybe for an 
employee in the single instance, but I have never been in the field of 
financing used cars as a general practice. 

Mr. Sells. Did you ever sell used cars ? 

Mr. Wolfe. No, sir. 

Mr. Sells. Are you sure about that ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Outside of my own, yes, I am positive about that. I 
was never in the used-car business at any time. 

Mr. Seli^. How friendly were you with this Mr. McBride of FHA! 

■ Mr. Wolfe. Just friendly enough so that I thought I could come up 
to him and talk to him in privacy. 

. Mr. Sfxls. Did he ever visit you socially ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Never did. 

Mr. Sells. Did you ever visit him socially ? 

Mr. Wolfe. No. 

Mr. Sells. Did you ever receive any complaints from FHA about 
the practices your salesmen were allegedly engaged in ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes. We brought the salesmen and took it up to FHA 
and got it straightened out j ust as fast as we could. 

Mr. Sells. WTiat were the nature of those complaints ? Complaints 
about high pressure sales tactics ? 

Mr. Wolfe. That was the usual complaint, model home 

Mr. Sells. What was the unusual complaint ? 

Mr. Wolfe. We didn’t have too many of those. As the records of 
the FHA ofllice will show. 

Mr. Sells. I am not concerned with the total number or even a 
representative number. I said what were the nature of the complaints 
you did receive ? 

Mr. Wolfe. The nature of the complaints were the model homes. 

Mr. Sells. Were there any complaints about forgery of documents? 

Mr. Wolfe. There never was complaints about forgery of any of 
our documents. 

Mr. Sells. Any complaint that your salesmen had procured si^a- 
tures on any of the loan documents, the note, or any of those, without 
the customer knowing what he was signing? 

Mr. Wolfe. Absolutely not. 

Mr. Sells. Are you sure about that? 

Mr. Wolfe. I am positive about that, because we never had any of 
those complaints. 

Mr. Sells. You are sura FHA never brought those to your a^ 
tention ? 

Mr. Wolfe. In my own mind, I am pretty sure, because that waa 
never any bone of contention with FHA and Universal Builders, and 
General feuilders. 
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jfr. Sells. Did any of your salesmen, when they went Qut to sell a 
job make it a practice to so arrange the papers on a particular sale, 
such as the contract, title I loan application, credit application of the 
combined note, in such a manner that only a portion of each of those 
documents was exposed when the deal was offered to the customer for 
signature? 

Mr. Wolfe. I never watched any of our people. 

Mr. Sells. I am not asking you whether you watched them. I am. 
asking you if you knew whether they used that practice. 

Mr. Wolfe. No, I don’t know. 

Mr. Sells. Did it come to your attention that they had been using 
that practice ? 

Mr. Wolfe. It never came to my attention. In order to know that I 
would have to watch the man sell. 

Mr. Seixs. How many of your salesmen used more than one name, 
Mr. Wolfe? 

Mr. Wolfe. I think we had two or three, while Mr. Kline was run- 
ning the place, and that was our bone of contention with Mr. Kline* 
That is one of the reasons we let him and the men go. 

Mr. Sells. Who were those individuals that used more than one 
name in their selling? 

Mr. Wolfe. A chap by the name of Woll from Los Angeles. 

Mr. Sells. Do yoi; know whether that was a real name or whether 
that was one of his other names ? 

Mr. Wolfe. That was his real name. I happened to meet his brother 
out there one time, and he was using the same name. 

Mr. Sells. Give me the others that you know used more than one 
name? 

Mr. Wolfe. There is only two of them. I can’t recall right now 

their names. I wasn’t active- 

Mr. Sells. Garthson ? 

Mr. Wolfe. That name doesn’t ring a bell. 

Mr. Sells. How well acquainted are you with Harry Nassau? 

Mr. Wolfe. I haven’t done any business with Harry Nassau. 

Mr. Sells. That isn’t what I asked you. 

Mr. Wolfe. I met him through Louis Mann or Jerry Kauffman. I 
have never visited him socially, I have never done any business with 
him, he has never visited me socially. I just knew him enough to say 
hello. 

Mr. Sells. You know more than that about him. 

Mr. W(»lfe. Only from hearsay. 

Mr. Seli^. Isn’t it a fact you know he is a pretty big operator in 
this home-improVement field ? 

Mr. WoLipc. I know he is considerable. I have never been in his 
place of business. 

Mr. Sells. Did Richard Vidaver ever work for you ? 

Mr. Wolfe. No. 

Mr. Sei .Ls. Are you sure about that ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Positive. 

Mr. Sells. How much business did you do with the Enrico Co., of 
Clucago? 

Mr. Wolfe. We didn’t do a nickel’s worth of business with them. . 
Mr. Seu^s. Do you know who they are ? 
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Mr. Wolfe. I have heard of them. We didn’t do any business 
with them. I don’t know who they are. 

Mr. Sells. Isn’t it a fact you heard of them in connection with 
'Harry Kane ? 

Mr. Wolfe. No. That is not a fact. In fact, that is an imuos- 
sibility. 

Mr. Sells. Why is that? 

Mr. Wolfe. Because at the time I met Harry Kane it was just an 
introduction, the first time, and it was just to tell him “no” the second 
time. 

- Mr. Sells. Mr. Wolfe, I want to ask you if you could furnish this 
committee with a list of the names and addresses of all the salesmen 
that were employed by any of these five concerns during ,the time that 
you had an interest? 

Mr. Wolfe. Well, I don’t Iniow whether I can or not, but I can 
try. I don’t know. I would have to go back. We kept our books 
and records, and by going back to the checkbooks I think I could 
give you a list of the names and addresses. 

Mr. Carr. Did you keep commission schedules? 

Mr. Wolfe. We did keep commission schedules on each particular 
job, and we used to have, the subcontractor form and everything else. 

Mr. Carr. I mean on a consolidated basis for each man ? 

Mr. Wolfe. No. 

Mr. Carr. You paid him for each job? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes. We paid by every job, or we kept them— for 
each man — a file, but those took so much room that 'when we discon- 
tinued the business we only saved the essentials that we had to have, 
our bookkeeping records. I know we have all the check stubs so I 
can go over the check stubs. 

Mr. Sei.ls. I want vou to furnish such a list to this committee, Mr. 
Wolfe. 

Mr. Wolfe. I will be glad to do anything I can. 

Mr. Sells. I want it as soon as possible. How long do you think 
it would take to get such a list together? 

Mr. Wolfe. I would have to go over a lot of checkbooks. 

Mr. Sells. Could you have it by Wednesday of next week? 

Mr. Wolfe. It all depends how soon I get back. 

Mr. Sells. Well, are you here for any other business but for this 
session today? 

Mr. Wolfe. No. 

Mr. Setjls. I can assure you, Mr. Wolfe, we don’t intend to keep you. 

Mr. Wolfe. No ; but I happen to be in another business. I figured 
as long as I was here now, this business actually hasn’t materialized 
yet. We are just going into that. I thought I would spend a day 
or so in New Y ork while I was this far east. 

Mr. Sells. I will ask you again, Mr. Wolfe, can you furnish such a 
list by Wednesday of next week? 

Mr. Wolfe. I will do my best to do so. 

Mr. SelIuS. I want something more definite than that. If Wednes- 
day is too soon you tell me when you can furnish it. , 

Mr. Wolfe. I will furnish that kind of a list to you, to the best m 
rny ability, out of the records that we have, before the end of next 
week. 

Mr. Sells. All right. That is satisfactory. 
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jlr. Wolfe. If you will tell me where to send it and who to send 

jlr. Sells. Mr. Carr will give you that information. 

Mr. Wolfe. I will go on record right now that any way that I can 
lielp in this matter, because I feel this way : That I donT owe anybody 
anything that has ever been connected with me in this business. I 
am not saying that I have information, of any kind, that is detrimental 
to anybody, but my own conclusion is this : That the lowest of the 
lowest scum are connected with the siding business and that is one of 
the reasons we closed our doors and I have never been an angel, but on 
the other hancL I am not a professional gambler. 

Mr. Sells. You are a professional publisher; is that it? 

Mr. Wolfe. My gambling — ^just as long as you have that in the 

record that I am an official gambler 

Mr. Sells. I don’t have it in the record. I am not testifying. I 
asked you the question. 

Mr. Wolfe. I know. The question was in there. My gambling is 
confined to bridge, gin, an occasional game of poker at our Standard 
Club, the club we have. 

Mr. Sells. A private club ? 

Mr. Wolfe. YW, it is a private club. 

Mr. Sells. Is it a membership club ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes, It is a social club, open to the general public. 

Mr. Sells. Do you buy memberships in the club ? 

I Mr. Wolfe. No. At the time we organized the club, we hold a bond 
issue to buy a building for us, but it is not a closed-door club. It is a 
club where the lawyers’ club met once a week for lunch, in the com- 
munity, and so forth. 

Mr. Sells. A nonprofit corporation ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes. We have one of the most beautiful clubs. 

Mr. Sells. Who owns it ? 

Mr. Wolfe. The membership. 

Mr. Sells. It is a membership club ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. In other words, you purchase a membership in it? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes. You have to purchase a membership in it but it is 
mtrolled by the membership. There is no individual that profits 
from it in any way, and we don’t run a gambling house. 

Mr. Sells. You don’t run a house game? 

. Mr. Wolfe. No. There never is a house game. There never is an 
individual game. The only game — we run a house game, when we sit 
down, suppose a group of eight of us sit down to play poker. Then 
there is a club charge of $1 a person, which pays for the cards. 

Mr. Sells. For the game, the whole game, or for what? 

Mr. AV OLFE. For the entire game. 

Mr. Sells. For an hour? 

Mr. Wolfe. For the entire game. 

^.Mr. Sells. Mr. Wolfe, did you ever pay any official of the FHA a 

Mr. Wolfe. I never have at any time paid any official of the FHA— 
t never gave them a gift or never paid them any money, and only at 
onetime was anything like that called to my attention, and that is the 
nme when Mr. Stroiman told me that he had tried to offer one of the 
men $200, and the FHA man almost punched him in the nose. 
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No. Pardon me. I would like to correct that. 

It was not an FHA man. It was an ABC man. He worked for 
Allied Building Credit. At no time did we give any presents or any 
finance in connection with anyone working with an FHA office. 

Mr. Sells. Did you ever loan any money to any employee of the 
FHA? 

Mr. Wolfe. I never did. Neither did any of the companies. 

Mr. Sells. Did you ever gamble with any employees of FHA? 

Mr. Wolfe. No. I never associated socially with anybody con- 
nected with FHA. 

Mr. Sells. Are you sure Mr. McBride wasn’t a member of this club 
of yours? 

Mr. Wolfe. I am sure he wasn’t. He wouldn’t be interested. This 
happens to be a Jewish club. 

Mr. Sells. Do you have any interest in the Glen Smith Motor Co. 
in Des Moines? 

Mr. Wolfe. Never. 

Mr. Sells. Do you know any principals of that company ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Glen Smith used to be my neighbor across the street. 
I don’t think, if I met him on the street right now, I think I would have 
a hard time to recognize him. 

Mr. Sells. You have no financial interest at all in connection with 
Mr. Smith? 

Mr. Wolfe. No financial interest whatsoever. I never did. 

Mr. Sells. Do you have anything else, Dick ? 

Mr. Care. Do you know a Lynn Edwards? 

Mr. Wolfe. Lynn Edwards, male or female? 

Mr. Carr. Male, in the home-modernization business. 

Mr. Wolfe. Home organization ? 

Mr. Carr. ModernizaBon. 

Mr. Wolfe. I might know him if I saw him. 

Mr. Carr. Samuel Kosenhouse? 

Mr. Wolfe. No. 

Mr. Carr. Jack Harwood? 

Mr. Wolfe. No. Those don’t ring a bell at all. Right now there 
are a number of organizations. In fact, just before I left yesterday 
morning my banker called me in, and the grand jury is sitting in Des 
Moines on FHA right now, and they were supposed to hand out 4 or 5 
indictments yesterday, and my banker called me in, and he says, ‘‘Jack, 
I just got the news that your stuff is all clean.” 

Mr. Sells. What is the banker’s name ? 

Mr. Wolfe. The Valley Trust Co. 

Mr. Sells. Was he one of the concerns in which you discounted 
your title I notes ? 

Mr. Wolfe. No. 

Mr. Sells. Is he your personal banker ? 

Mr. Wolfe. Yes. I am surprised at even being called in here, 
because I will say that we w^ere too conscientious to be in this busings 
and that is one of the reasons we did not make any money. I 
tell yon 

Mr. Sells. Mr. Wolfe, I cannot dispute your statements and your 
statements are in the record, but let me point this out to vou : You have 
made your position appear to be something like this : Yop got in the 
business expecting to make money. 
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jlr. Wolfe. That is correct. 

]^r. Sells. You found that the business was infested with people 
^ho were not above using any questionable selling practice that they 
eould, and you testified that you got out. 

Mr. Wolfe. That is correct. On the other hand 

Mr. Sells. But you have made it quite clear that you knew that 
some of these things that I have mentioned — and I believe this is some- 
where in that record — some of these things like securing customers’ 
signatures on blank paper were common practices. 

Mr. Wolfe. Not with our organization. 

Mr. Sells. I am not saying with your organization. 

Mr. Wolfe. I didn’t make it clear. On a national picture, by asso- 
ciating, by attending meetings in Chicago and meetings right here 
in Washington, on a national basis, there are certain men operating 
who have reputations of trying to be very clean, and in fact we try 
to pattern ourselves after one of those organizations and that was 
one of the reasons we failed to make money in this business, because 
actually, I will show you where the money is made in this business 
is by the parent organization stealing from all ends. In other words, 
if you are a salesman working for us, you bring in a job for 14 squares 
for so raucli money. Maybe the job takes 12 squares, but we tell you it 
took 16 or 18 squares. 

Mr. Sells. You say that is common in the business ? 

Mr. Wolfe. That is common. 

Mr. Sells. Did you ever do that? 

Mr. Wolfe. No; we never did that, but it is a common practice. 

Mr. Sells. You mentioned you attended some meetings here in 
Washington, Mr. Wolfe. What meetings were those? 

Mr. Wolfe. At the time when All-Side was cut off under aluminum 
allotments, a number of siding men from all over the country came 
into Washington for a little meeting to discuss the situation. 

Mr. Sells. Is that the only meeting you attended in Washington? 
Mr. Wolfe. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Mr. Wolfe, I have nothing further if Mr. Carr has 
nothing. 

Mr. Carr. I have nothing. 

Mr. Sells. I think that is all, Mr. Wolfe. > 

(Whereupon, at 4 : 10 p. m., the committee proceeded to further 
business.) 

(The testimony of Mr. Farrell in executive session follows :) 

EXECUTIVE session 

T^e hearing convened, pursuant to call, at 2 p. m., in room F-41, 
United States Capitol, Tuesday, August IT, 1954. 

Present: Senator Payne. 

Staff members present: Messrs. Sells and Kenney ( general counsel) 
Jind Cochran (notary public). 

Also present : Mr. Lew Farrell. 

Mr. Sells. Mr. Farrell, for the benefit of the reporter will you give 
your full name, please. 

Mr. Farrell. Lew Farrell. 

Mr. Cochran. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God? 
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Mr. Farrell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sells. Mr. Farrell, I have introduced myself to you as Mr 
Sells. I am one of the assistant counsel for the Senate Banking and 
Currency Committee. Mr. Kenney is also an assistant counsel. 

Now, Mr. Farrell, will you give us your present residence address 
please ? ’ 

Mr. Farrell. 1115 Caulder Avenue, Des Moines, Iowa. 

Mr. Sells. Do you have a phone at that address? 

Mr. Farrell. 2-5937. 

Mr. Sells. Wliat is your present business address, Mr. Farrell ? 

Mr. Farrell. I don’t have any business, myself. 

Mr. Sells. You have none at all at the present time? 

Mr. Farrell. No. 

Mr. Sells. Are you retired? 

Mr. Farrell. No, I am not retired. 

Mr. Sells. All of us have to live, Mr. Farrell. What is your source 
of income, may I ask. 

Mr. Farrell. I am employed at the present time. 

Mr. Sells. By whom? 

Mr. Farrell. Well, I am going to tell you something. It seems to 
me that — you know I have appeared before a committee before and 
there is an awful smear campaign that has been against me. And 
for that reason— I mean as far as I am concerned, I have got nothing 
to hide, I never did have anything to hide. But it seems that when 
anybody’s name is mentioned with me, they are smeared right along 
with me. So I haven’t been given permission to tell who I am em- 
ployed by, but you can send somebody down there. I don’t want it to 
go into the committee record. 

Mr. Sells. Mr. Farrell, I think maybe we’d better exchange a few 
remarks here right at the outset. I want to make it clear to you pre- 
cisely why you have been asked to come here, today, and I will state 
this, that it is not news to us that you have appeared in the past before 
another Senate investigating committee. 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. You probably are aware that this committee, the Senate 
Banking and Currency Committee, is presently conducting an exten- 
sive investigation into the Federal Housing Administration. 

Mr. Farrell. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. Now, a part of the investigation is directed toward what 
we call the home-improvement field. Now, I want to make this clear, 
Mr. Farrell. You have been asked to come here for 1 purpose and 
1 purpose only. We have information that you have, in the recent 

E ast — and by that I mean the last 4 or 5 years — ^been engaged in the 
ome-improvement business and we want to ask you questions about 
it, and about your associations in that business. 

Now, I want to make it clear to you, Mr. Farrell. You have no 
privilege or right to refuse to answer questions about your present 
employment because someone else hasn’t given you permission to 
answer those questions. The only privilege that you have to decline 
to answer any of my questio'ns is the privilege you are accorded under 
the fifth amendment and I am sure that is a privilege that you are 
familiar with. 

Mr. Farrell. Yes ; but I don’t have any fifth amendment to — I mean 
there is nothing that I am doing or have done that I feel is going to 
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tend to incriminate me. The only thing is, this situation with my 
name being mentioned has been in the newspapers in the city of Des 
Moines, now, for over a week, and, therefore, why should I say that I 
am associated with Mr. Sells, and have Mr. Sells smeared ? 

Mr. Sells. I am not going to debate the question with you, Mr. 
Farrell. I want to know by whom you are employed. 

Mr. Farrell. If I am breaking the law by not telling you who I am 
employed by — because I might be unemployed by the time I get back, 
when it appears in the paper who 1 am employed by. 

Mr. Kenney. Do you understand the testimony you give here is 
confidential ? 

Mr. Farrell. Oh, I don’t — listen 

Mr. ICenney. It is not going to the newspaper 

Mr. Farrell. It isn’t? Well, your testimony here has been in the 
newspaper. 

! j Mr. Kenney. Nothing from this secret session ever got in the news- 
paper as far as I know. 

Mr. Farrell. Well, I don’t know. 

Mr. Kenney. They may have gotten into the newspapers through 
other sources but not through the private hearings. 

Mr. Farrell. I don’t know how they could 

Mr. Kenney. There is no publicity from our standpoint, of any- 
thing that you may testify to. 

Mr. Sells. I think that should be made clear at the very outset, 
Mr. F arrell. I would be happy to explain this to you. Every member 
of the staff of this committee 

Mr. Farrell. Do you fellows get the Register and Tribune? 

Mr. Sells. No. 

Mr. Farrell. When the last people testified 

Mr. Sells. Who do you mean by the last people ? 

Mr. Farrell. Well, the fellow, whoever testified — ^Mr. Wolfe testi- 
fied here. 

Mr. SixLs. I don’t see what that has to do with it, Mr. Farrell. 

Mr. Farrell. Why don’t we do it this way, why don’t we do it this 
way? Why don’t you ask me questions about your FHA housing and 
what I have to do with it and everything else ? 

Mr. Sells. You are refusing to ansiver my question about your 
present employment ? 

Mr. Farrell. No, I am not refusing to answer your question at all. 

1 lust don't want my present employer to be smeared. Other people 
that I am associated with have been. 

Mr. Sells. Unless you answer my question, you are refusing to 
answer it. ‘ 

Mr. Farrell. Well, if that is the way you put it, I couldn't help it. 

Mr. Seli.s. You are not going to answer that question, is that 
correct t 

- Mr. Farrell. Well, say I am unemployed, as of now. I resigned 
yesterday. 

Mr. Sells. By whom were you employed until yesterday? ' 

Mr. Farrell. What if this gets in the newspapers, then what? 

Mr Sells. Now, you cut me off before I finished what I was going 
oteli you, Mr. Farrell. Every member of this staff, by virtue of the 
position they hold, may not under any circumstances, disclose the 
testimony that is given to this committee in executive session. 
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' Mr. Farrell. Listen, I believe you 

Mr. Sells. The only people who have the power to disclose what 
happens in these executive sessions is the full committee itself, and 
that includes the 15 Senators who compose this committee. They can 
make this testimony public, upon a vote of the committee, but no 
member of this staff has the right or the power to do so. So far as we 
know, no such testimony has been made public by any member of this 
staff. Now, as Mr. Kenney has pointed out, if there has been publicity 
on it, and so forth, it is quite possible it came from the very people 
themselves who testified here and what they tell the reporters is their 
own business. But we don’t make a practice of telling reporters 
what happens behind these closed doors. 

Now, I want to remind you again you are appearing here in answer 
to a subpena of a Senate committee, and I have asked you a question, 
which is well within the scope of this committee’s investigation. I 
want to know by whom you were employed up until yesterday ? 

Mr. Farrell. I know what is going to happen — is there anything 
wrong in my being employed by anyone ? I am going to ask you a 
very sensible question that is going to lead to a very, very^ 

Mr. Sells. I am not answering questions. You are answering 
questions. Now, you know whether there is anything wrong in 
whether you are employed by anyone in particular. All I have asked 
you is, who is your present employer, or your most immediate past 
employer. I started out by asking vou how you make your living. 

Mr. Farrell. My most — was Harold Golding of the Complete 
Home Remodeling Co. 

Mr. Sells. Now, I think we are getting a little bit closer to what 
we want. Wliere is that located. 

Mr. Farrell. Southwest Seventh and Indianola. 

Mr. Sells. In Des Moines? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Sell-s. Will you spell the name of that company ? 

Mr. Farrell. C-o-m-p-l-e-t-e H-o-m-e R-e-m-o-d-e-l-i-n-g Co. 

Mr. Sells. How long were you employed by that company ? 

Mr. Farrell. I would say about a year and a half. 

Mr. Sells. When did you cease your employment by that com- 
pany? Is that the position from which you just resigned? 

Mr. Farrell. No. 

Mr. Sells. When did you stop working for Mr. Golding? 

Mr. Farrell. I can’t tell you exactly. Five or six months ago, 
approximately. 

Mr. Sells. Five or vsix months ago would make it about what, Jan- 
uary or February of 1954? 

Mr. Farrell. January or February, something like that. 

Mr. Sells. You were employed by him for about a year and a half? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. That would take us back to about June 1952, is that 
right ? 

Mr. Farrell. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. What were you doing during the early part of the year 
1952? What was your employment? 

Mr. Farrell, I was unemployed. 

Mr. Sells. You were unemployed? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. 
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Mr. Sells. For how long? <r ' 

Mr. Farrell. Since the middle part of 1950. 

Mr. Sells. By that you mean what, June of 1950? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Until June 1952? 

Mr. Farrell. That is right. 

Mr. Sells You were unemployed for 2 years? 

Mr. Farrell. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. What did you live off of, Mr. Farrell ? 

Mr. Farrell. Well, I had a little money put away and I had some 
insurance that I borrowed on. 

Mr. Sells. Is this Complete Home Improvement Co., is that the 
only such company that you have been employed by in the past, oh, 
well say, since 1948 ? 

Mr. Farrell. Since 1948, I have never been in business in 1948. 
Mr. Sells. I say during the period since 1948 have you been em- 
ployed by any other such company as the Complete Home Improve- 
ment Co. ? 

Mr. Farrell. No. 

Mr. Sells. During that same period, have you had any interest in 
any company doing business in the home-improvement field ? 

Mr. Farrell. No, sir; I definitely have not. 

Mr. Sells. What was your association with the Interstate Builders? 
Mr. FarreUj. The first time I heard of the Interstate Builders is 
when I read it in the newspapers. 

Mr. Sells. And when was that? 

Mr. Farrell. Right after the man who testified here. 

Mr. Sells. Which man are you referring to ? 

Mr. Farrell. Jack Wolfe. 

Mr. Sells. How well do you know Mr. Wolfe? 

Mr. I arrell. How well do I know him? Des Moines, Iowa, is a 
little town. I know him, not socially well, just as a casual acquain- 
tance. 

Mr. Sells. Do you mean a sociable acquaintance ? 

Mr. Farrell. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. Do you play cards with him ? 

Mr. Farrell. No. 

Mr. Sells. Drink with him? 

Mr. Farrell. I belong to the same club with him. 

Mr. Sells. What kind of a club is that? 

Mr. Farrell. That ^las nothing to do with FHA title I. I mean 
^ private club. Why enter that club into the record ? 
Mr. Sells. I would like to know the nature of your acquaintance- 
snip and association with Jack Wolfe. Now, you say you belong to 
same club. What kind of a club is that, Mr. Farrell'? 

Mr. F arrell. Oh, I mean, that isn’t necessary. 

Mr. Sells. Are you refusing to answer that question? 

Mr Farrelt.. Why do you want to put the name of a club in any 
record? Standard Club. All right. ^ 

Mr. Sells. What kind of a club is it? 

Mr. Farrell. It is a social club. 

Mr. Sells. All right. Now, who belongs to it? 

Farrell. I don’t know. There are 400 members. 

Mr. Sells. Business people? 
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Mr. Farrell. Yes. A very high class club. 

Mr. Sells. Doctors and lawyers? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Is it open to the general public? 

Mr. Farrell. No. It is a membership. 

Mr. Sells. A private membei*ship club; is that right? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Where is it located ? 

Mr. Farrell. It is on Sixth and High. 

Mr. SeIvLs. In Des Moines? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. And you say it is a social club ? 

Mr. Farrell. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. Do they have a clubroom ? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Is it a nonprofit club? 

Mr. Farrell. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. And by “social” you mean what? Drinking club? 

Mr. Farrell. Not necessarily. 

Mr. Sells. Suppose you teli me, Mr. Farrell, what kind of a club 
is it? 

Mr. Farrell. Wliat has that got to do with FHA title I? 

Mr. Sells. I want to know how well you know Mr. Wolfe. You 
Said you were members of the same club. 

Mr. Farrell. I know him. I don’t know him too well. I know 
him. No, I am going to give you the answer right there. I have 
been to his home a couple of times. I have seen him on the street 
I have seen him in his office a couple of times. Now, that is the extent 
of my knowing him. 

Mr. Sells. What is Mr. Wolfe’s business? 

Mr. Farrell. I don’t Imow what his business is today. 

Mr. Sells. On these occasions when you saw Mr. Wolfe in his office, 
what was the purpose of that? 

Mr. Farrell. Well, he was in the printing business, he had a 
newspiuDer. 

Mr. Sells. Is the printing business Mr. Wolfe’s only business? 

Mr. Farrell. No ; he had a siding business. 

Mr. Sells. And isn’t it a fact, Mr. Farrell, that you were associated 
with him for a period in the siding business ? 

Mr. Farrell. Absolutely, positively, definitely — if I knew any more 
words I would say — not. , 

Mr. Sells. You understand the question I give you. 

Mr. Farrell. Yes, and Buddy, I’m under oath and if there is any- 
thing you could -just cite me. 

Mr. Sells. Have you ever had any business relations with Ml 
Wolfe at all, in connection with the home-improvement business? 

Mr. Farrell. No, sir. 

Mr. Sells. At any time? 

Mr. Farrell. No, sir. What you mean now, .1 mean be specific. 
Come to the point and say did I ever make any money with him. 

Mr. Sells. That is not what I asked you. 

Mr. Farrell. Well, that is the same thing. Or lost any money with 
him. 

Mr. Sells. It is not. It is not. 
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Let niQ ask you this: You testified that you know Mr. Wolfe had 
some siding businesses. 

" Mr. Farrell. Yes. That was his reputation. 

Mr. Sells. Did you have any ownership in any of those businesses? 
Mr. Farricll. No, siree. 

Mr. Sells. Were you employed by any of those businesses ? 

Mr. Farrell. No, siree. 

Mr. Sells. Did you receive any income or any financial return for 
any of those businesses operated by Mr. Wolfe? 

Mr. Faijrell. No, siree. 

Mr. Sells. Did you organize or help set up any of those businesses T 
Mr. Farrell. I did not. 

Mr. Sells. Did you manage or oversee any of the operations of any 
of those businesses run by Mr. Wolfe? 

Mr. Farrell. I did not. 


Mr. Sells. Now, you testified that you had no interest whatsoever 
in Interstate Builders. Is that correct? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Do you know the company ? 

Mr. Farrell. No, sir. 

Mr. Sells. Have you ever heard of them ? 

Mr. Farrell. The first time in the Register and Tribune. 

Mr. Sells. You have no financial interest in that company at all? 

Mr. Farrell. No, sir. 

Mr. Sells. You ha\ e never had any financial interest? 

Mr. Farrell. Never have. 

Mr. Slims. Now, I want to ask you about another company. Do you 
know of a company known as Universal Builders, Inc., located in 
Omaha, Nebr.? 

Mr. Farrell. I know of the Universal Co. and I know of 4 or 5 
companies in Omaha, Nebr. 

Mr. Sells. Isn’t it a fact, Mr. Wolfe, that you had a financial 
interest in Universal? 

Mr. Farrell. Mr. Farrell. 

Mr. Sells. Mr. Farrell; excuse me. 

Mr. Farrell. That I had a financial 

Mr. Sells. Yes. 


Mr. Farrell. No, sir. 

Mr. Sells. No interest or connection whatsoever with Universal 
Builders, Inc., of Omaha? 

Mr. Farrell. No. 


Mr. Sells. Was that one of Mr. Wolfe’s companies? 

Mr. Farrell. I don’t know. I couldn’t tell you. 

Mr. Sells. You have no knowledge whatsoever of that company ? 
Mr. Farrell. No. ^ 

Mr Sells. Do you Itnow any of the people who operated that com- 

piiriy ? 

Mr. Farrell. Njo. 

Mr. Sells. You are positive about that? 

Mr. Farell. Yes. 

i J Farrell, that you and a ^oup of other 

Ek Wolf! I"®-’ 0«»aha, from 

«iacK w olte and his associate, Mr. Cohen? 
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Mr. Fabrell. Absolutely not. You told me two companies now. 
Universal and Interstate. 

Mr. Sells. Yes. 

• ^ Mr. Farrell. Absolutely not. 

Mr. Sells. You are sure about Universal Builders of Omaha? 
Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. You have no interest whatsoever in that company? 

■ Mr. Farrell. No. 

Mr. Sells. And you have never had any interest in that company, 
is that correct? 

' Mr. Farrell. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. Have you ever been associated with Mr. Wolfe in any 
capacity, in connection with the home improvement field ? 

Mr. Farrell. Never. 

Mr. Sells. At any time? 

Mr. Farrell. At no time. 

Mr. Sells. Now, this Complete Home Improvement Co. What was 
your capacity with them? 

Mr. Farrell. I was office manager. 

Mr. Sells. For about a year and a half, is that right? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. What were your duties? 

' Mr. Farrell. Just taking care of the office. Lining out the men 
for the different work, taking care of the books. 

Mr. Sells. Now, by lining out the men, do you mean you were in 
charge of the salesmen, too, is that correct ? 

• Mr. Farrell. Well, some salesmen came there. 

Mr. Sells. What was the principal products dealt in by that com* 
pany? 

Mr. Farrell. Oh, they were in the roofing and siding and construc- 
tion. 

Mr. Sells. Would you say the general home improvement field? 
Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Isn’t it a fact also that much of the business done by 
that company was financed under title I of the National Housing Act? 

Mr. Farrell. Well, I would^ 

Mr. Sells. It was FHA loan work? 

Mr. Farrell. I had nothing to do with any FHA title I’s myself 
ibut I would assume under the conditions of that home remodeling, that 
almost everything is FHA. 

Mr. Sells. Th^at is not answering my question, Mr. Farrell. 
Weren’t many of the sales made by the company while you were gen- 
eral manager, or office manager, or whatever you term yourself, weren’t 
'.they financed under FHA title I loans ? 

Mr. Farrell. I had nothing to do with that so I don’t know whether 
they were FHA title I but I would say they were. That would be 
my guess, that they were. 

Mr. Sells. I don’t understand how you could be a general manager 
for them 

Mr. Farrell. I had nothing to do with financing the paper or turn- 
itng the paper in. 

• Mr. Sjelleu Who did? 
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jlr. Fakrell. The proprieter, Air. Golding. He called in all paper 

have 



Mr. Farrell. I couldn’t tell you. 

^r. Sells. While you were employed there as a general manager 
you saw a lot of applications for title I loans come through the office 
did you not ? 

Ur. Farrell. Yes; I think they just went through different ones. 
Whatever banking institution had handled it there. You have 4 or 5 
iDstitutions that handled it and I suppose everyone got their share. 

ifr. Sells. Now, you were general manager there according to your 
testimony as we reconstructed it, from the middle of what, 1962 ? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Until the early .part of this year, is that right? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Now, during the time that you were general manager, 
how many salesmen were employed by the company ? 

Mr. Farrell. How many were ? Oh, off and on, I would say maybe 
10 or 12. 

Mr. Sells. That would be the most ? 

Mr. Farrell. About the most. Not at one time. I am talking 
about during a period of a year and a lialf. It was a very small com- 
pany. It wasn’t a big operating company. 

Mr. Sells. Did you aevoto your full time to the business? 

Mr. Farrell. In the business; ves. Ai'ound the office. 

Mr. Sells. Did you have any other source of income while you were 
working there ? 

Mr. Farrell. No. 

Mr. Sells. None at all ? 

Mr. Farrell. No. 


Mr. Seli.s. You are absolutely sure about that? 

Mr. Farrell. I am positive. 

Mr. Sells. Was there much turnover in the salesmen? 

Mr. Farrell. I don’t understand. 

' Mr. Sells. Did you keep the same salesmen prettv much during 
the whole period ? 

Mr. Farrell. No ; they changed around. They come back. Those 
that came there stayed there. 

Mr. Sells. How long during that period that you were general 
manager, how long did you employ Richard Vidaver? 

Mr. Farrell. Never lieard of the man. Never heard of him. 
ffichard Vidaver? 

Mr. Sells. V-i-d-a-v-e-r. 

Mr. Farrell. Never heard of him. 

Mr. Sells. Are you sure? 

Mr, I ARimLL. Positive. Phis is the Ill’s! time I heard his name. 

Mr. Sells. Did you ever employ Plarry Cohen ? 

Mr. Farrell. Plarry Cohen? No, sir. 

: Mr. Sells. Harry Cane? 

Mr. Farrell. No, sir. 

Mr. Sells. Do you loiow a Harry Cane? 

Mr. Farrell. No; I do not. 
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Mr. Sells. Have you ever heard of him ? 

Mr. Faerell. Have I heard of him ? 

Mr. Sells. Yes. 

Mr. Farrell. No. Well, just paper writings and things like that. 
I have been following this FHA thing. 

Mr. Sells. Is there any particular reason why you have been fol- 
lowing this FHA thing? 

Mr. Fariusll. No. I am kind of interested, whenever any smear 
things come out. I can’t understand them. 

Mr. Sells. You have used that word, “smear” several times, Mr. 
Farrell. 

Mr. Farrell. I have been the victim of it. That is the the reason 
why I am using it. 

Mr. Sells. In what respect? 

Mr. Farrell. Well, in a lot of respects. I think that maybe if yon 
would inquire, maybe you might find out. 

f ' Mr. Sells. You have made the statement that you have been the 
victim of a smear and I have extended you the opportunity to explain 
what you mean and you don’t answer my question. 

Mr. Farrell. Well, I can’t explain it to you, because it can’t be 
explained, that is all. Whenever anything comes up, it is Lew Farrell, 
that is all. There is no proof; I have never been convicted. I never 
get convicted or nothing. Still it is Lew Farrell. A big splash. 
Headlines. 

Mr. Sells. You have never been convicted? 

Mr. Farrell. No; I have never been convicted of anything. 

Mr. Sells. What is your real name? 

Mr. Farrell. Louis Fratto is my real name. 

(Stricken, by request of Senator Payne.) 

Mr. Sells. Mr. Farrell, I have no quarrel with what you have 
shown me, but I fail to see what, if any, interest it might have to this 
particular committee. 

Mr.FARREiiL. That is the reason why I can’t understand why you 
are asking me a lot of questions that have nothing to do with FHA 
title I, either. 

Mr. Sells. If you would answer a few of my questions, maybe m 
would get to the point where you would begin to see a connection. 

Mr. Farrell. That is the reason I am telling you about this smear 
and everything else. 

Mr. Sells. Your real name is Louis Fratto, is that right? 

Mr. Farrell. That is right. 

• Mr. Sells. And that is the name under which you were born? 

Mr. Farrell. That is right. I took the name of Lew Farrell, 
my children are named all under Farrell, and there is no reason 
that I am hiding or anything. It is just the idea I am going under 
that name. 

Mr. Sells. You say you have nothing to hide. Suppose then you 
tell me who your present employer is. 

Mr. Farrell. I don’t have any present employer. 

Mr. Sells. You resigned* as of the time you stepped in this room; 
is that right ? 

Mr. Farrell. My last employer was Mr. Golding. 

Mr. Sells. But you haven’t been employed by him since January 
of this year. 
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Mr. Farrell. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. By whom have you been employed ^ 

Mr. Farrell. There is nothing to hide. 

Mr. Sells. From January of this year until the present time? 

Mr. Farrell. (No response.) 

Mr. Sells. Are you going to answer that question ? 

Mr. Farrell. No. You will just have to cite me. 

Mr. Sells. Now, you have told me that you have heard of Harry 
Cane or Harry Colien; which is his real name. 

Mr. Farrell. I don’t know the man. I never knew him, I never 
had any occasion to meet him, I don’t know anything about him. 

Mr. Sells. Did you ever employ him ? 

Mr. Faiu?ell. No. 

Mr. Sells. Did you ever work with him in the home-improvement 
field? 

Mr. Farrell. No. I have never seen the man. 

Mr. Sells. Did you ever work with Jack Wolfe, of Des Moines? 

Mr. Farrell. No. 

Mr. Sells. In any type of business activity ? 

Mr. F arrell. No. 

Mr. Sells. You are very sure about that? 

Mr. Farreix. That is right. 

Mr. Seixs. And you are very sure that you never purchased from 
-Mr. Wolfe the Universal Builders Co. of Omaha? 

Mr. Farrell. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. Do you know who did purchase Universal Builders? 

Mr. FARiiELL, 1^0, sir; I do not. 

Mr. Sells. Do you know who is presently operating that concern? 
Mr. Fariucll. I don’t. 

Mr. Sells. Now, what is the last business connection that you had 
with Lew Eisen ? 

Mr. Farrell. Nothing. I recommended the Alside material to 
Mr. Golding, and since I have a good credit rating, Mr. Golding 
purchased it through my name. 

Mr. Sells. Lew Eisen was the Chicago agent for Alside? 

Mr. Farrell. I don’t know what his capacity is. 

Mr. Sells. Lew Eisen is the man from whom you purchased the 
Alside aluminum siding; is that right? 

Mr. Farrell. That is correct. 

Mr. Sells. How did you happen to make that recommendation to 
Mr. Golding if you didn’t know Mr. Eisen pretty well? 

Mr. Farrell. Well, I seen the material. 

Mr. Sells. Isn’t it a fact that you had done business with him 
before? 

Mr. Farrelij. Oh, no. 

Mr. Sells. You are sure you had never done business with Mr. 
■Eisen prior to the time you were employed by Mr. Golding, which I 
understand your testimony is, began about June 1952: is that right? 
Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. You had never done business with Mr. Eisen prior to 
tliattime? 

Mr. Farrell. Never. 

Mr. Sells. Wk'e you familiar with his product, the Alside alU- 
ttunum, prior to 1952? 

60600—54 — ^pt 4 t44 
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Mr. Farrell. Yes. :!• 

Mr. Sells. When did you first learn about his product? 

Mr. Farrell. I learned about his product about 8 or 9 years ago. 
Some of my in-laws have it on their home. 

Mr. Sells. How many businesses altogether have you been con- 
nected with which have teen involved in the home-improvement field? 

Mr. Farrell. How many businesses? 

Mr. Sells. Yes. How many different business concerns? 

Mr. Farrell. None. Have I been connected with? 

Mr. Sells. Yes. Either employed by or had a financial interesting 

Mr. Farrell. One. 

Mr. Sells. This concern of Mr. Goldings ? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Hogue. Senator Payne, this is Mr. Farrell. 

Senator Payne. Do you want to stand and raise your right hand, 
please? I want to swear you in. Do you solemenly swear that the 
testimony you will give will be the truth, the whole truth and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes, sir. 

Senator Payne. Do you want to state your name and address again 
for the record? 

Mr. Farrell. Lew Farrell, 1115 Coulter Avenue, Des Moines, Iowa. 

^ Mr. Sells. Senator Payne, we have had some difficulty. Mr. Far- 
rell has answered certain of our questions. However, there is one 
question^ which we feel is relevant to this inquiry which he has so far 
refused to answer and he has offered at least one reason being, first, 
that the person who is involved didn’t give him permission to answer 
the question. The second reason he gave was that he has already been 
the victim of a smear, implying a smear by this committee. ' 

‘ Mr. Farrell. No; not a smear by this committee. I would not say 
that. 

Mr. Sells. All right, Mr. Farrell, let’s get to the point. I will ask 
you again : By whom have you been employed ? 

Mr. Farrell. Understand I have been the victim of a smear cam- 
paign around Des Moines, Iowa, for the past 4 or 5 years, and any time 
that my name is mentioned and anybody associated with me is men- 
tioned in the newspapers, for some reason they get themselves hurt, 
so ratlier than hurt them, if I was employed by anybody, I had just as 
soon say that I am not employed because I don’t want them hurt. It 
'is the same thing as saying that I am associated with Senator Payne. 
It w^ould be the same tiling. Why should he be hurt through any cam- 
paign? That is the story. 

^ Senator Payne. Would you be willing to state to me what the nature 
of the smear is that has been used against you? 

Mr. Farrell. Well, just like all these things that have appeared in 
your committee now regarding Des Moines, Iowa. 

Senator Payne. Has your name been mentioned at all? 

Mr. Farrell. A picture and’everything else. 

Senator Payne. From this committee. 

Mr. Farrell. I don’t say that it corhes out of this committee but 
for some reason — then when they claim that I declined the subpena, 
which I did not — ^Mr. Walter called me and if Mr.. Walter was here, 
he could verify it. Like, in other words, they say I declined the 
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subpena. I talked to Mr. Walter, and I said, “If there are any ques- 
tions you want to ask me on the phone you ask me and I will answer 
tliem on the phone truthfully or you send me your questions not raised 
and I will send them back with an affidavit that they are absolutely, 
positively the truth, and Mr. Walter turned around and asked me a 
ftW questions, and tlien I said to him — my wife was expecting a child. 
Last Thursday we had a baby boy. So he said, “Well, I’ll call you 
back and let you know.” So the following day instead of him calling 
me back, there was the subpena. And yet in the newspaper on the 
front page; my little girl comes to me, a 3-year-old girl, and says, 
“Daddy, nere is your picture in the paper,” and it says, “Declined a 
sutona.” In other words like I had done something wrong. 

Senator Payne. Would you be willing to tell me what the nature 
of the smears are that have existed in the past? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. You have got one; the chances are this will 
get out and it will hurt me some more. You have one newspaperman 
man who is right here in Washington, for the land sake Almighty, 
who came here and is still here. It has been 7 years now. Kvery 
little thing that comes, there you are. 

Senator Payne. Well, let me say this. The reason I am asking the 
question is because, of course, this committee has only been woAing 
on this matter for a relatively short period of time. And you refer 
to the fact that anything you have been associatecl with apparently 
has created a smear, either on other people or on yourself. 

Mr. Farrell. It is a rehash and rehash of things that might have 
happened 20 years ago. I have got children that are growing every 
single day, and here they are, my boys are 8 and 7, going to school. 
Now, these things are 10 years old and it is always former this and 
former that and former the other 
Senator Payne. Just what is the nature of it? 

Mr. Farrell. I don’t know. I wish I would know. I wish I could 
tell. 

Mr. Sells. Perhaps I could contribute to your edification if I asked 
Mr. Farrell another question or two. 

Senator Payne. All right, 

Mr. Sells. Mr. Farrell, weren’t you subpenaed to testify before the 
Aefauver Crime Committee in 1951? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes; and now ask me why. 

Mr. Sells. I am going to ask the questions in my own way, Mr 
Farrell. 

Mr. Farrelli Please don’t take advantage of your position. Ask 
me why I was questioned. 

Mr. Sells. Isn’t it a fact that you Avere questioned extensively by 
that committee in reference to your activities as a professional 
gambler, bookmaker, horserace wil-emali, and so forth ? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes ; and what happened ? 

Mr. Sells. That isn’t what I asked you. You admit those were 
the subjects of inquiry of that'committee ? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes, sir ; tl>at I could just as well ask you, if you 
belonged to any left-wing paRy. The same darn thing, with no proof, 
ornoevklence. ' , 

Mr. Sells. Senator, if you have the time, which I know vou do not, 
bore IS the transcript of the K^f auver heari ng. 
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Mr. Farkell. That is right, and that is the reason why I don't 
. want to inentioji anything heciinse I am Iiere, and you already 
have one side — your side of tlie story. 

Senator Payne. Mr. F arrell, if I understand correctly 

Mr. Farrell. So if I have to go to jail, I will bring this thing out 
and I will go to jail and we will bring it out because 1 have children 
and I am not — I am going to stop getting smeared. 

Senator Payne. Mr. Farrell, Jet’s have an understanding here. This 
committee is certainly ti'ying to be fair in every way possible. 

Mr. Farrell. He is not fair when he brings out something that is 
untrue. See? 

Senator Payne. We are endeavoring to try to get some answers. 

Mr. Farrell. Well, let me explain to you why 1 was called before 
the Kefauver committee. 

Senator Payne. Go ahead. Proceed. 

Mr. Farrell. I will tell you why. 

( Stricken, by request of Senator Payne.) 

Senator Payne. Now, Mr. Farrell, let me ask you this question over 
again. 

Mr. Farrell. Now, this transcript will get out and the newspaper- 
men will still keep it up, that’s all. So now if I start selling tires 
or something they will say that I am selling tires that are made out 
of 

Senator Payne. Let me ask you this question : Are you employed 
at the present time ? 

Mr. Farreu.. No, sir ; I am not. 

Senator Payne. You are not employed ? 

Mr. Farrell. No, sir. 

Senator pA'i NE. Were you employed a week ago ? 

Mr. Farreli.. Yes, sir. 

Senator Pa yne. Were you paid a salary ? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes, sir. 

Senator Payne. And is that salary — has that salary been reported 
for income-tax purposes? 

Mr. Farrell. Well, now, the year isn’t up but it will be, surely. 

Senator Payne. Areyou under withholding? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Senator Payne. Then, there would be a declaration of the withhold- 
ing tax, payable on a quarterly basis, wouldn’t there ? 

Mr. Farrell. I would think so. 

Senator Payne. So it would be a matter of record in the internal 
revenue offices, wherever that is declared, as to who your employer is; 
isn’t that correct? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes: sui^e. 

Senator Payne. With that Icnowledge, do you care to say now who- 
employed you a moment ago? 

Mr. Farrell. Well, I wouldn’t want to state it as something Lew 
Fairell said because when Lew Farrell says something it is always 
associated 

Senator Payne. In other 'words, you would rather have us find it 
out through the internal revenue office ? 

Mr. Farrell. Well 

Senator Payne. Were you discharged? 
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Ml*. Farrkll. C-nn I ask you one tiling'^ 

Senator Payne. Of course, I am asking the questions, but again I 
want to be fair. Yes. 

Mr. Farrell. I would like to ask you a question. 

Senator Payne. You go ahead. 

Mr. Farrell. Gould you take out of that record there what I ju.st 
got through saying about my alcohol tax unit hearing, and who was 
picking oil mo ? "W'ould you promise me tliat ? 

Senator Payne. I have no objection whatever of taking out of the 
record any reference you made. 

Mr. Farrell. Would you take out of tlie record, so tliat it w'on’t ap- 
pear in there, anything that has nothing to do with the questions of 
FHA title I ? In other words, any conversation that has come up that 
is not your questions — all right s 

Mr. Sells. I might say this, Mr. Farrell, most of the things in tluit 
record that you now want withdrawn are in there because you your- 
self volunteered to put them in here. 

I want to make it clear. It is not my prerogative to take anything 
out of that record. Anything taken out of that record must be taken 
out of tliere by the committee, and Senator Payne is here now. Now, 
whether the Senator would j>resume to sjieak for the entire committee, 
that I do not know. I have no power to take anything out of that 
record. 

Senator Payne. Before it would be taken out, I Avould want to 
know, after all, in lieu of what information vou are going to i>ut in 
the record. 

In other words, if all reference to the .so-(*alled alcohol tax case is 
stricken from the record, what power is it that you now >vant to give 
pertaining to your present employment, your recent employment hav- 
ing to do with title I, that you are willing to put in the re(*ord i 
Mr, F.xrrell. As far as tliat is concerned 

Senator Payne. You know very well it is a matter of record who 
you have been working foi*, and this committee can determine that 
through the Internal Revenue Service. If you don't want to give it, 
you arc perfectly within your rights not to give it, but it is going to be 
a matter of record and it will be information available to the com- 
niittee and it woidd be far more cooperative for you to provide the 
information in executive session. 

Mr. Farrell. I appreciate that, Senator Payne, as far as T am con- 
cerned, but I mean I have nothing that I have got to hide. The only 
thing, jnst like I say, I just don't like any — to he smeared. This gen- 
tloinan here presents that book. I mean he has a one-sided view 
already. 

I mean lie doesn’t question me with an mihiased opinion. He ques- 
tions me with a view that I come in here jnst like as if I am a ^mlture. 

Senator P.ayne. Let me say this : I have sat with the committee and 
I have sat with the members of the staff of this committee and never 
once liave I ever seen one invitation on the part of any member to 
try to abuse anyone. We are just trying to get the inf6rmation on 
the record. We are trying to do, as far as is humanly possible, with 
the cooperation of people who will cooperate, to try to get this thing 
straightened out in the interests of all of the people of this country. 

Now, if people don’t want to cooperate, that is their business. There 
are other metliods that you can proceed by , but I think that you will 
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find that there has not been a single word ever coming out of tliis 
executive committee that has gone to the press, that has gone to any. 
one. The only time that it has ever happened is when the matti 
have been brought in before a public hearing, and the full rights of 
the individual are protected. 

Mr. Farrell. I am sorry I didn’t bring the newspapers along. 

Senator Payne. This committee can’t govern what the newspapers 
write. 

Mr. Farrell. But you say nothing comes out of this hearing room,. 
It seems to me like every word comes out of this room. 

Senator Payne. No, sir; there is not. 

Mr. Farrell. Then, there must be some wires tapped, or something; 

Senator Payne. You must recognize this, that this is the Senate 
Banking and Currency Committee. 

Mr. Farrell. And I have very much respect and high regard for it. 

Senator Payne. Just remember this, that in addition to the work 
that this committee is doing, the FHA is doing work of its own. ion 
I correct on that ? 

Mr. Sells. That is correct. 

Senator Payne. The Internal Revenue Department and the Justice 
Department is doing work of its own. We have no control over what 
they do. I am saying, insofar as this committee is concerned, there 
has never to my knowledge ever come out of the executive session one 
single word. In fact, in few instances have they ever known who was 
in here even talking with the committee. 

I think you are getting the public sessions confused with the execu- 
tive sessions. When you get into public sessions that is another thing; 
that is open. 

Mr. Farrell. Senator, I am not. I mean this here has been an 
issue in our newspaper for the past week. You have had front-page 
coverage. I think you had four columns, full-page columns, left liana, 
important side and the second time had my picture right on the front, 
with a full column. 

Senator Payne. We have no publicity artist on this committee that 
I know of. 

Mr. Farrell, It is always former this and former that and former 
the other. 

Senator Payne. Are you willing to state who you are employed by 
now? 

Mr. Farrell. Well, I was employed. Let’s put it that way. 

Senator Payne. How recently ? 

Mr. Farrell. Well, just last week, let’s say, by the Universal 
Builders. 

Senator Payne. And who is the president of Universal Builders? 

Mr. Farrell. JohnD’Arco. 

Senator Payne. Where is his home ? 

Mr. Farrell. His liome is in Omaha. It is a branch office. 

Senator Payne. What is their principal business ? 

Mr. Farrell. Home remodeling. 

Senator Payne. What wa^ your capacity with them? 

Mr. Farrelt.. Office manager in the Des Moines office. 

Senator Payne. Now, with that, I liave no objection, in view of 
your 
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Mr. Farrell. If this comes out, I am going to send it to you special 
delivery. • • 

Senator Payne. If it comes out of this executive session. 

Mr. Farreli.. Did I tell you about my picture being in the paper 
where they claim I declined the subpena ? 

Senator Payne. No. 

Mr. Farrell. There was a picture in the paper last week. In other 
words, I talked with Mr. Walter for 2 days. 

Senator Payne. Yes, you went over that while I was here. 

Mr. Fariucll. In the newspaper it came right out that I declined. 

I Senator Payne. Let me say to you because I want to be fair : If you 
I still insist, in view of the ftret that j^ou have now come forward with 
tlie information just given, if you still insist that the reference to the 
alcohol tax hearing should be eliminated from the record, I will take 
the responsibility and ask that tliat be stricken. Now, you can’t say 
that isn’t fair, can you ? 

Mr. Farrell. I want to tell you I haven’t any halo on my head but 
lhave four children. You don’t like to have something like that in. 
(Stricken, by request of Senator Payne.) 

Senator Payne. Now, do you want that to go in the record? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

No, as long as we take off all Alcohol Tax Unit, we will keep that 
off, too. 

(Stricken, by request of Senator Payne.) 

Senator Payne. We have cleared up evei’y thing in connection with 
the so-called Alcohol Tax Unit situation, so now let’s get back to title I. 

Mr. Sells. I might say this, Mr. Farrell, I have no feelings of con- 
science. This document that I referred Senator Payne to is available 
to any member of the public. This is a record of the hearings of the 
Kefauver committee. You youreelf may obtain a copy of these. You 
will probably find that the public libraiw in your own home citv has a 
copy of that. 

Mr. Farrell. I know, but you shouldn’t have that in front of you be- 
cause tJiat has nothing to do with FHA title I and why should you be 
oiased by wrong information ? 

Mr. Sells. The only concern that I have with that is that we have 
tile correct Lew Farrell here before this committee, and you have al- 
ready indicated that you are the Lew Farrell whose real name or whose 
born name was Louis Fratto. 

Mr. Farrell. That is right. 

I J^keefyo^* question that 

Mr. Farrell. Dennis J ames wasn’t born Dennace James, either. I 

There is no secret. 

Mr. Sells. O. K., Mr. Farrell. 

Mr. Farrell. I mean was I convicted? The only thing I was con- 
victed of there perhaps is by people who read it maybe.*^ I was con- 
^ fellow like you who is convinced by reading that. 

Mr. Sei.ls. Mr. F'arrell, look. Let me point this out. You yourself 

^eep putting these things in the record. By volunteering these state- 
ments. 

Mr. Farrell. Wliat statements? 

Mr. Seli.s. You just volunteered a statement about your being 
convicted. Nobody asked you that question. 
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Mr. Farrell. I say I am convicted as far as opinion is concerned. 
Mr. Sells. Well, let’s get on with our inquiry. 

You have just told Senator Payne that you are employed by pni. 
versal Builders. 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Is that the firm whose home office is in Omaha ? 

Mr. FARREMi.* Umhum- (yes). 

No, I am not employed by him any more. 

Mr. Sells. But you were up until a week ago ? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. That is the firm that you denied a few minutes ago 
knowing anything about or having any connection with. 

Mr. Farrell. Universal — no, you asked me if I had anything to do 
with Universal Builders — Jack Wolfe. 

Mr. Sells. Isn’t this the same Universal Builders that Mr. Wolfe 
at one time owned ? 

Mr. Farrell. No. Absolutely not. 

Mr. Sells. Are you sure about that? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. Universal Builders, today, doesn’t have any- 
thing to do with Mr. Jack Wolfe. 

Mr. Sells. That isn’t the question. Isn’t it the same or a' successor ' 
firm to the Universal Builders Mr. Wolfe organized ? 

Mr. Farrell. No, it isn’t. 

Mr. Sells. When was this firm organized ? 

Mr. Farrell. This firm was organized about 4 or 5 months ago. 

Mr. Sells. Is it incorporated? 

Mr. Farrell. I don’t know whether it is or not. I don’t have any 
personal knowledge. 

Mr. Seli^. Who owns the firm ? 

Mr. Farrell. I know that D’Arco is president. That is the only 
thing that I know, 

Mr. Sells. Do you have any interest at all in the firm ? 

Mr. Farrell. No, sir, I do not. 

Mr. Sells. You were employed by them up until about a week ago, 
making a total of what, 6% months? 

Mr. Farrell. About 5 or 6 months. 

Mr. Sells, As general manager, is that correct? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. You were in charge of general operations? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. In the home improvement field ? 

Mr. Farreix. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. And again, was some of your business or a part of your 
business at least, financed under title I, of the National Housing Act? 
Mr. Farrell. Of my business ? 

Mr. Sells. Well, the business of Universal Builders? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Now, while you were with Universal Builders how many 
salesmen were working out of that company, or for that company? ' 
Mr. Farrell. I would say. maybe 7 or 8. 

Mr. Sells. A total during that period of 7 or 8 ? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sells. Were those salesmen on the company payroll or were 
they what we have come to call independent contractors ? 
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Mr. Farkell. Independent contractors. 

Mr. Sells. In other words, they go out and solicit a sale, obtain a 
contract, and then bring that back into the company, is that correct? 
Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Who generally, while you were with that company, ex- 
ercised control over the salesmen ? That is w^ho directed the salesmen 
as to their selling and what kind of contracts they were to use and so 
forth? 

Mr. Farrell. In the 

Mr. Sells. Well, let’s take the most recent one, Universal Builders. 

Mr. Farrell. Who told the salesmen? 

Mr. Sells. Yes. I mean how to go out and make a sale and what 
kind of contract to solicit? 

Mr. Farrell. They done it themselves. 

Mr. Sells. Did you provide a contract form for them ? 

Mr. Farrell. Well, the office provides the contract, yes. 

Mr. Sells. Did the office also provide them with title I loan appli- 
cations ? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. ^ 

Mr. Sells. And with credit report applications ? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. And blank notes? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Set.ls. And completion certificates? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. All of those were supplied to the salesmen by the com- 
pany. That is by Universal Builders, Inc. ? 

Mr. Farrell. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. Did anybody in the company exrecise any direct control 
over the selling methods that were used ? 

Mr. Farrell. Nobody. 

Mr. Sells. In other words, the salesmen were free to use any kind 
of sales approach or sales pitch that they chose ? 

Mr. Farrell. Oh, no. In other words, they were told that people 
liad to know what they were buying, how much they were paying. 

Mr. Sells. Who told them that ? 

Mr. Farrell. Who told them that? 

Mr. Sells. Yes. 

Mr. Farrell. Well I did. 

Mr. Sells. You did? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Then you did exercise some control over them, is that 
n^ht? 

Mr. Farrell. Well, I would explain it to them, yes. 

Mr. Sells. Did you see that they carried out those suggestions and 
dealt fairly with the public? 

Mr. Farrell. Well, I would have, had we any complaints, but we 
nadn t gotten any complaints on them. 

Mr. Sells. You had no complaints at all while vou were with Uni- 
versal Builders? 

Mr. Farrell. No, because business wasn’t that big. It was a very 
small business. 

Mr. Sells. How big was it during that 6 months’ period? How- 
much business did you do, Mr. Farrell? 
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Mr. Farrell. An average of maybe two jobs a week. 

Mr. Sells. Well, how big were those jobs '^ 

Mr. Farrell. Say an average of about $800 apiece, or somethiug 
like that. 

Mr. Sells. In other words, $1,600 of business a week is about all 
you did? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Seli.s. Could you give us the names of the seven salesmen you 
employed during that period ? 

Mr. Farrell. Linzmeyer. 

Mr. Sells, Will you spell that, please, for the reporter ? 

Mr. Farrell. L-i-n-z-m-e-y-e-r. And ‘Eobert Redfern, R-e-d- 
f-e-r-n. L. H. Hansen, H-a-n-s-e-n. Paul AVoods, W-o-o-d-s. And 
Yale, Y-a-l-e, Smith, S-m-i-t-h. That is about it. 

Mr. Sells. That is five. Were there more than that ? 

Mr. F.\rrell. That is about the size of it. That is it. 

Mr. Sei.ls. Wliile these individuals were employed by you, Mr. Far- 
rell, did you learn that some of them had criminal records ? 

Mr. Farrell. Had criminal records? Oh, no. None of them. 

Mr. Sells. Are you sure about that ? 

Mr. Farrell. I am positive. 

Mr. Sells. Did you take any steps to make sure that none of them 
did? 

Mr. Farrell. Well, I knew their family background was pretty 
good. They are all family boys. 

Mr, Sells. What do you mean by “family boys’’? We all have 
families. 

Mr. Farrell. Mr. Woods has five children and lives right in Des 
Moines, Iowa, He is a pillar in the church. Mr. Hansen has five 
children and is a very clean-cut fellow. Mr. Smith comes from a very 
good family and is a single man. He was going into tlie priesthood 
and changed his mind. Redfern, the same thing. 

Mr. Sells. Now, to your knowledge, Mr. Farrell, during the time 
that you were with Universal Builders, the 6 months’ period in the 
early part of this year, did any of your salesmen ever use the model- 
home pitch ? 

Mr. Farrell. Oh, no. 

Mr. Sells. You know what that is? 

Mr. Farrell. I have heard of it many, many times. 

Mr. Sells. Didn’t you in fact know that your salesmen used it 
while you were employed by the other concern for the other year and 
a half ? That is Mr. Golding’s concern. 

Mr. Farrell. No; absolutely not. 

Mr. Sells. Are you positive about that? 

Mr. Farrell. Positive. 

Mr.. Sells. Wliere did you first hear about the model home pitch? 

Mr. Farrell. Oh, gee. Television. You hear it on radio, you hear 
it in the newspaper. 

Mr. Sells. Did you ever malce any sales yourself, Mr. Farrell? 

Mr. Farreli^. Yes, I did: 

■ Mr. Sells. When ? 

Mr. Farrell. I made three of them. 

Mr. Sells. In all your experience y()u ofily made three sales? 

Mr. Farrell. That is right. 
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Sfjlls. When were those? 

Mr, Farrell. Within the last 5 or 6 months. I thoiij^ht I could sell. 

Mr. Sells. You never made any sales before? 

Mr. Farrell. Never. 

Mr. Sells. Either for yourself or while you were employed by 
someone else? 

Mr. Farrell. That is right. And I lost money on all three of 
them. 

Mr. Sells. Why was that? 

Mr. Farrell. Because I didn't know how to make — I didn’t know 
how to ask for money with a profit, I suppose. 

Mr. Sells. While you were general manager for Universal Build- 
er, when your salesmen went out to make a sale, did they, if they 
made a sale and obtained a contract, did they get the title I loan 
application filled out at that time? 

Mr. Farrell. If they made the sale? 

Mr. Sells. Yes. In other words, if they talked the homeowner into 
buying the product and they got a contract, did they also get the 
title I home loan application tilled out at the same time ? 

Mr. Farreix. Well, that home loan application has to be called in 
to the bank, isn’t that true, so you do get the application at the same 
time. 

Mr. SELiiS. That is what I asked you. I don’t know what is true 
and what is not. As Senator Payne has pointed out, that is what 
we are trying to find out, Mr. Farrell. 

Mr. Farrell. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. All right. So they got the title I loan application filled 
out at the time of the sale; is that right? 

Mr. Farrell, At the same time. 

Mr. Sells. Was it signed by the homeowner, with the body of the 
application left blank to be filled in when it was brought back to the 
office? 

Mr. Farrjxl. Well, it wa.s — I don’t know just exactly — in other 
words, everything was done legal. 

Mr. Sell. Again, may I say, Mr. Farrell, now you have injected a 
word in the record which nobody else has used. Nobody else said 
willing about it being legal or illegal. 

Mr. Farrell. They have an application where they put down how 
much they owe. What their equity in the house is. 

Mr. Set yLS. That is the credit-statement part of it. 

Mr. Farreix. That is the part, that is right. 

Mr. Seixs. Did your salesmen ever bring one of those in that was 
signed by a homeowner with all of that information left out? 

Mr. Farrell. No, never did. 

Mr. Sells. You are sure about that? 

Mr. Farrell. Positive. 

Mr. Sells. Did any of the salesmen ever bring such a credit state- 
ment in while you were general manager of the other concern, Mr. 
Oolding’s concern ? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. They brought them in in blank, sometimes? 

Mr. Farrpxl. No, never did. 

Mr. Sells. You are sure about that? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. 
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Mr. Sells. All right, now we have disposed of the credit applica. 
tion. How about the body of the title I loan application, itself? ^as 
that ever left blank? 

Mr. Farrell. No. Everything was done right. 

Mr. Sells. How about the notes? Were tliey ever signed by the 
homeowners, the customer, with the body of the note left blank? 

Mr. Farkell. Never. 

Mr. Sells. Are you sure none of the salesmen who ever worked 
for you while you were general manager of either of these con- 
cerns — 

Mr. Farrell. Never. The customer always knew what he was 
signing. 

Mr. Sells. Did any of these customers of yours or any of these 
salesmen ever sign a completion certificate before the work was done? 

Mr. Farrell. Never. 

Mr. Sells. You are absolutely sure about that? 

Mr. Farrell. Positive. 

Mr. Sells. That is while you were general manager of both of these 
concerns ? 

Mr. Farrell. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. You are equally sure that none of the salesmen that 
you ever were associated with while you were with either company 
ever used the model -home pitch to make a sale? 

Mr. Farrell. Never did. Never. 

Mr. Sells. Did they ever use the kickback pitch, which, as I under- 
stand, is just a slight variation of the model-home pitch? 

Mr. Farrell, Do you mean bring back money 

Mr. Sells. Kickback money. If the homeowner gets another sale, 
he gets so much kickback or commission. 

Mr. Farrell. No. 

Mr. Sells. They never used that? 

Mr. Farrell. T^y would they give money back to the homeowner 
if they made a sale? 

Mr. Sells. That isn’t what I asked you. I didn’t ask you why, I 
asked if any of the salesmen ever used that. 

Mr. Farrell. They never did. I read about that. 

Mr. Sells. Are you sure about that? 

Mr. Farrell. Positive. I am under oath. There has never been any 
kickbacks or any bonuses or anything like that while I had anything 
to do with either office. 

Mr. Sells. You became general manager for Mr. Golding’s com- 
pany, as I understand it, in about June 1952. 

Mr. Farrell. A little bit later than that. Around August, I think 
it was. Around August. 

Mr. Sells. All right, in August. 

Mr. Farrell. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. You were employed by him until about January, this 
year ? 

Mr. Farrell. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. Did you draw a salary? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Was that a straight salary or was that based on the 
amount of sales made by the salesman ? 

Mr. Farrell. Straight salary. 



FHA INVESTIGATION 340 ? 

]yir. Sells. Did you draw any additional compensation in the way 
of an overwriteoff of the sales made by the salesmen ? 

Mr. Farrell. I did not. 

Mr. Sells. You were employed by Golding up until January of 
this year; is that right? 

Mr. Farrell. That is right. " 

Mr. Seixs. And then you associated youi-self with Universal Build- 
.ere, whose home office is in Omaha ; is that right ? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. But, as I understand it, you have an office in Des Moines 
for the same company. 

Mr. Farrell. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. And that is Mr. D’Arco’s firm ? 

Mr. Farrell. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. Are you on a salary there ? 

' Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Do you draw any commission or overwriteoff of any of 
the business that is written by the salesmen ? 

Mr. Farrell. No. 

Mr. Sells. Have you ? 

Mr. Farrell. No, sir. 

Mr. Sells. With the exception of these two fii’ms, Mr. Golding’s 
firm and Mr. D’Arco’s firm, is this the only experience that you ever 
had in the home-improvement field ? : 

Mr. Farrell. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. Wliat did you do during that period from 1950 to 1953? 

Mr. Farrell. Nothing. Not a thing. 

I Mr. Selijs. a gentleman of leisure? 

Mr. Farrell. No; I wasn’t a gentleman of leisure. I just kept look- 
ing around and trying to do something, trying to find something to do. 

Mr. Seij.s. Did you have any income at all during that period ? 

Mr. Farrell. No, I did not. 

Mr. Sells. None at all; is that correct? 

Mr. Farrell. None at all. 

Mr. Seli.s. Did you file any Federal tax returns during that time? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes, I filed Federal tax returns. 

Mr. Sells. Did you report any income on those returns? 

Mr. Farrell. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. Sells. And it is your testimony that during those 2 years you 
lived off of accumulated income ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Farrell. That is right. Whatever little money I had and 
whatever insurance I had. 

Mr. Sells. Prior to 1950, what was your business, Mr. Farrell ? 

Mr. Farrell. Beer business. 

Mr. Seixs. What was your business? 

Mr. Farrell. Beer business. 

Mr. Sells. The beer business? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. You were, as I understand it, • beer distributor; is that 
1‘ight ? 

Mr. Farrell. A beer distributor, that is right. 

Mr. Sells. For what concern? 

Mr. Farrull. For what concern? Superior Distributing Co. I 
Was an owner. 
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Mr. Seu^. You were an owner of that concera? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Sells Is that solely a wholesaler distributing concern ? 

Mr. Farrell. Wholesale distributing. 

Mr. Sells. What kind of beer did you handle ? 

Mr. Farrell. Blatz. 

Mr. SelTvS. Chiefly ? 

Mr. Farrell. Mainly. 

Mr. Sells. What area did you serve ? 

Mr. Farrell. Eleven counties out of Des Moines, Iowa. 

Mr. Sells. SuiTounding territory around Des Moines ? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. How long were you in that business, Mr. Farrell? 

Mr. Farrell. I was in the beer business since 1939. 

Mr. Sells. Now, I want to ask this question once more while Sena- 
tor Payne is here. Have you ever had any business or financial con- 
nection or association with Jack Wolfe? 

Mr. Farrell. I have never, positively, definitely, or any other word, 
had any connection with Jack Wolfe in any way, financial or other- 
wise. 

Mr. Sells. You have never been employed by him ? 

Mr. Farrell. Never. 

Mr. Sells. You never purchased a business from him? 

Mr. FARRBiiL. Never. 

Mr. Sells. Or participated in purchasing a business from him? 

Mr. Farrell. Never. 

Mr. Sells. Do you know whether there was a company which pre- 
ceded Universal Builders of Omaha — a company with which you were 
just recently employed — by that same name? Was there a prior 
company ? 

Mr. Farrell. Yes; I heard of .the name, but I had nothing to do 
with it. 

Mr. Sells. You made that clear already. 

Mr. Farrell. All right. 

Mr. Sells. In fact, as I understand your testimony, the Universal 
Builders, Inc., of Omaha, that you were, employed by? was not incor- 
porated until early in 1954, is that right? 

Mr. Farrell. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. Do you know who owned the prior company by that 
name? 

Mr. Farrell. No. 

Mr. Sells. Do you know whether Mr. D’Arco had any interest in 
the prior company ? 

Mr. Farrell, 1 don’t believe he did. 

Mr. Sells. It is your testimony that you had no interest whatsoever, 
no ownership or financial interest in .the company by whom you were 
employed ? 

Mr. Farrell. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. Or the prior company ? 

Mr. Farrell. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. Do you know 'whether Mr. Wolfe had any interest in 
the prior compaiw ? 

Mr. Farrell. I don’t know that. I couldn’t answer that. 
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jli-. Seia^. I am satisfied, Mr. Farrell, and I think Senator Payne 
jg too, that you have answered the majority of the questions that I 
jijj primarily concerned with. I don’t propose to push the inquiry 
much further. You have indicated that you have some rather strong 
feelings on the subject. But I am going to ask one question, which 
I iiink will save you and myself and possibly the rest of the committee 
a great deal of time and possibly some embarrassment on both sides. 
It can be answered either “Yes” or “No,” and if you answer the single 
question, I don’t intend to explore it further : 

You do have a police record, do you not ? 

ih. Farrell. I do have a police record? Well, let me ask you 
one thing — I know you are asking the questions. What does a police 
record constitute ? 

Mr. SklI£. That includes arrests, apprehensions, pickups, investi- 
gations, convictions. So far as I am concerned, I am using the term 
tliat way. 

Mr. Farrell. I have been arrested — picked up, rather — but I have 
never been convicted. 

Mr. Sells. Then, again, I say you can answer my question “Yes” or 
“No." You do have a police record ? 

Mr. Farrell. Up until 1939, I mean that was the last time that I 
was just picked up, I mean, but no record of any kind, I mean that I 
kve never been convicted of anything. See? 

Mr. Sells. Senator Payne, I think you will realize I have tried to 
be fair in asking this question. 

I said if you answered my question “Yes” or “No” I didn’t intend to 
explore it further. 

Isn't it a fact that in 1942, you were involved in an investigation in 
Des Moines having to do with gambling operations? Now, you gave 
the year 1939. 

Mr. Farrell. 1942 ? I was investigated but nothing came out of it. 
Mr. Sells. Is it your testimony that you have no police record of 
any kind from 1942 up to date ? 

Mr. Farrell. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. You have not been picked up, investigated, arrested or 
convicted, frbm 1942, up to the present time? 

Mr. Farrell. That is right. Can we put something else into the 
record ? 

Mr. Sells. Well, let me make this clear. Senator Payne, I have 
asked the questions that I want to ask. Mr. Kenney may have some 
questions. You may have further questions. 

Mr. Farrell. May I have one free question ? 

Mr. Sei>ls. After they have asked the questions they have. 

Mr. Farrell. I mean on that one particular subject. 

Mr. Sells. Let me make this clear, Mr. Farrell. The committee will 
accord any witness the right to make any statement that they want 
to make. 

Mr. Farrell. As long as you bring out one thing — ^you know what 
I mean, about arrests, the color and the discolor and every thing else, 
let’s put it this way : That in 35 years of the junior chamber or com- 
Jierce that had a turnover of 8,000 members in the city of Des Moines 
I am one of the 14 honorary members, one of the 14 honorary charter 
aiembers of the junior chamber of commerce. 
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Mr. Sells. We are glad to have that in the record, Mr. Farrell. 

Mr. Farrell. I have also the Italian plaque for the one who had 
done more work for the Italian people in the year 1945. And I have ' 
received many, many awards, and they aren’t do-good awards, they ! 
were awards from the bottom- df my heart.’ Now," just because— I 
mean that I happen to live in the dead-end neighborhoods and every- 
thing else and everybody picked up and everything else, I mean I 
don’t think that that record should continue to arrest me now that 
1 am a fanaily man. I mean — and maybe some day when you become 
my age and you have a family, maybe you will understand it, too. 

Mr. Sells. Mr. Farrell, I understand right now, but as Senator 
Payne has pointed out, this conunittee can only 

Mr. Farrell. Let me tell you something, when that little girl came 
to me the other morning, 3 years old, and said, “Daddy, your picture 
is in the paper,” well, I am just going to tell you something, it is 
a good thing that I could hold my head. Those are the things that 
get you. And I don’t think they should keep continuing to follow 


me. 


Mr. Sells. Senator Payne 

Senator Payne. No questions. 

Mr. Sells. Mr. Kenney 

Mr. Kenney. No questions. 

Mr. Sells. Once again I will extend you this invitation which we 
extend to every witness before this committee. If you feel there 
is any statement you want to make, if you feel there is any explanation 
you want to offer of any of the questions or answers that have been 
asked and given here, we will give you this opportunity to make anj 
statement for the record that you want to make. 

Mr. Farrell. Well, is there any reason why I cannot continue to be 
employed by any company handling FHA paper, where I have to be 
embarrassed or embarrass any company that I am working with, so 
that I can make a living? Is there any reason for that ? 

Mr. Sells. Have you been placed on the FHA precautionary listl 

Mr. Farrell. I never have. I never have. 

Mr. Sells. I can’t answer that question, Mr. Farrell. I can’t an- 
swer that question for this reason : This committee is investigating this 
entire field for one reason and one reason only and that is, because 
the whole field of home improvements has been used as a field to prac- 
tice fraud, dishonesty, unethical selling practices. Now, until that 
situation is cleaned up, until the homeowners are no longer victimized, 
I think in fairness — and I think Senator Payne would agree with me- 
that an individual such as yourself who, maybe through no fault of 
your own within recent years — I am not the judge; Senator Payne, 
,1 think has made that clear; we are not sitting in judgment, despite 
what you may think — that anyone such as yourself who has the back* 
ground that you have, is bound to be suspect, so long as this field is 
used and misused as it has been. 

Do I make myself clear, Mr. Farrell? You may be an innocent 
victim of practicas that other individuals have engaged in. Do you 

follow me? ' ^ . 

Mr. Farrell. If I have nothing to do with a sale, can I be working 

in an office? 

Mr. Sells. As I say, I did not sit in judgment. 
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Hr. Farrell. Well, you are sitting in judgment when you say that 
because of my background — I don’t know what background I have 
tliat is so bad, outside of a background that was created. 

Hr. Sells. The purpose of this investigation is to change the laws 
so that the practices which grew up in this home improvement field 
will not continue and will not occur again. 

Senator Payne is one of the gentlemen whose responsibility it is to 
see that those things don't happen again. Now, I can't answer your 
question, Mr. Farrell, and I don’t know that the Senator can, either. 

You have answered the questions that I wanted to ask you and 
that is all that I have, Mr. Farrell. 

You have anything else, Mr. Kenney? 

Mr. Kenney. I have nothing else. 

Mr. Farrell. Another thing. Would you put in the record that 
I did not decline the siibpena, as was stated ? 

Mr. Sells. I have given you the opportunity to make any state- 
ment for the record that you want to make, Mr. Farrell. You can 
put any statement in that 3^11 wish. 

Mr. Farrell. Is that record now about my splurge against the fact 
of my Alcohol Tax Unit going to be taken out of the record? 

Senator Payne. That I ask to be removed from the record. 

Mr. Sells. You want that one statement removed that you launched 
into when you were trying to explain to Senator Payne that you had 
some strong feelings because of the Alcohol Tax Unit investigation. 
That is the statement you are referring to, is that correct ? 

Mr. Farrell. Anything that has to do with the Alcohol Tax Unit, 
or against the fact of the statements that appeared in the paper. 

All right, anything that goes against the Alcohol Tax Unit. 

Mr. Sells. That is pretty broad. You have made a lot of state- 
ments and you made a number of them against this committee. 

Mr. Farrell. I didn’t make anv against this committee. I say 
that you are biased against me. I will say that. I believe that, 
sincerely. 

Senator Payne. I can go along with all the references that you 
have made with reference to the Alcohol Tax Unit situation. That 
I would agree to have .stricken. 

Mr. Sells. That is all that I think of. Mr. Farrell, you are going 
to be served with a subpena to appear at a public session before this 
committee in Chicago. I will ask that you wait a few minutes. The 
subpena is on its way. 

Mr. Farrell. In public session? 

Mr. Sells. Yes. 

Since you have indicated that you did not decline service of a 
subpena to appear before this executive session I assume you are will- 
ing to wait for the subpena from the public session, is that correct? 

Mr. Farreix. Why would you want to subpena me before 

Mr. Sells. I cannot answer that question, Mr. Farrell. I work 
for this committee. I am not the committee. I want you -to under- 
staJid that. Senator Payne has already made it clear to you that 
those of us on the staff of this committee are doing a job for the 

committee. Now, will you wait a few moments until that subpena 
arrives? ^ 

Mr. Farrell. I have no other alternative. 
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Senator Payne. Is that all you need me for ? 

Mr. Kenney. That is all. 

Mr. Sells. That is all. Thank you very much, Senator. 

Mr. Farkell. What kind of a session will that be in Chicago? 
Mr. Sells. You can close the record. You don’t want this on the 
record, do you ? 

Mr. Farrell. No. 

(Whereupon, at 3 : 15 p. m., hearing in the above matter was coii' 
eluded.) 


(This concludes the testimony of Mr. Wolfe and Mr. Farrell in 
executive session.) 

The Chairman. Mr. Corrigan will not be on at 2 o’clock today but 
will be the first witness at at 10 o’clock tomorrow morning ? 

Did you talk to me a minute ago ? 

Our first witnesses this afternoon will be from the General Account- 


ing Office. Will you please come forward, gentlemen ? All three of 
you will be talking? If so, we will have to swear all three of you, 
please. 


Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? 


TESTIMONY OF OWEN A. KANE, WILLIAM A. NEWMAN, JR., AM 
JOHN DELMORE, GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE 

Mr. Kane. I do. 

Mr. Newman. I do. 

Mr. Delmore. I do. 

The Chairman. Will you give your names to the reporter ? I might 
say that these three gentlemen are — jilease give your names and tides. 

Mr. Kane. Mr. Chairman, I am Owen A. Kane, legislative at- 
torney, Office of the Comptroller General. 

Mr. Newman. My name is William A. Newman, Jr., Associate 
Director of Audits, General Accounting Office. 

Mr. Delmore. My name is John Ddmore. I am the supervisory 
autditor with the GAO. 
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The Chairman. You will remember some 2 or 3 weeks ago we 
asked the General Accounting Office to audit the books of the Johna- 
than Woodner Corp., and all of its subsidiaries. These three gentle- 
men, together with others, have been working on that project since 
that time. First we will ask you a couple of preliminary questions 
and we want you to tell us exactly your experience with the Woodiier 
companies, give us any reports you may have or any information 
that relates to the condition of that company in respect to FHA-guar- 
anteed mortgages. 

Mr. Counsel, you have a couple of questions ? 

Mr. Simon. How many auditors from GAO worked on this project? 

Mr. Delmore. Ten. 

Mr. Simon. The work was done in space at the Woodner Hotel that 
was provided by Mr. Woodner ? 

Mr. Delmore. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Whathoursdid they work? . , r.i? 

Mr. Delmore. About 8 : 30 to 5. r/ 
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Ml*. Simon. Full time, 5 days a week ? 

Mr. Dbt^more. Yes. 

The Chairman. How many days did they work, if you remember ? 

Mr. Dblmore. I went over tliere on August 9 and on August 11 I 
brought in 4 people, and then the balance of the 5 came in at various 
times so that the 10 of us were over there approximately 6 or 7 weeks. 
Mr. Simon. Six to seven weeks, ten auditors from the GAO ? 

Mr. Dblmore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You finished this report about 7 o’clock last Saturday 
night? 

Mr. Dblmore. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You do have a written report to the chairman from the 
Comptroller General? 

Mr. Newman. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Wliat was that, please? 

Mr. Simon. They do have a written report from the Comptroller 
General to the chairman of this committee. 

The Chairman. Suppose you read that report. Do you have any 
extra copies of it ? 

Mr. Kane. Mr. Chairman, I have a short statement here that I 
would like to read. 

The Chairman. Do you have extra copies ? 

Mr. Kane. We have extra copies. 

The Chairman. This is copies of the statement you wish to read? 
Mr. Kane. Yes. And we have a report. 

The Chairman. Do you have extra copies of the report ? 

Mr. Kane. Yes, we do, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Chairman, the General Accounting Office is pleased to be here 
I this morning to discuss the information furnished the committee in 
the report of the Acting Comptroller General, Frank H. Weitzel, 
dated September 30, 1954, on the audit of the Woodner books and 
records. The audit was made pursuant to the chairman’s letter of 
August 12, 1954, requesting the Office to examine and furnish the 
committee certain information as disclosed by the books and records 
subpenaed by the committee and located in the Woodner Building 
under the joint custody of the committee and the owners. 

Furnishing assistance to the Congress and its committees is one of 
the most important duties assigned to the General Accounting Office 
by the Budget and Accounting Act of 1921 . 

The Chairman. If there aren’t sufficient copies of the statement and 
he report for the press, will you each share a copy between you so 
th^ everybody that is interested may get a copy ? 

Mr. Kane. That act, as you know, Mr. Chairman, created the Office 
i^^^l^pendent nonpolitical agency in the legislative branch. The 
contidencp you placed in us in seeking our assistance in such an im- 
portant phase of the committee’s investigation of the Federal Housing 
A^inistration insurance program is gratifying. 

ihe committee was notified on August 17, 1954, that a preliminary 
lamination of the books indicated that the information would not be 
^aclily determinable because of the manner in which the records has 
^en maintaineil. Upon closer examination this early appraisal was 
nnitely confirmed. All the records, documents, and satisfactory ex- 
planations from company representatives were not furnished us, and 
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accordingly we are unable to complete the audit. In this connection ■ 
the Acting Comptroller General advised you on September 30, 1954 1 
that no action will be taken pending your further instructions. ’ I 

The preliminary audit findings contain sufficient information war- 1 
ranting a conclusion that in all probability the Woodner Hotel con- 1 
struction funds were improperly used. For example, $7,000 w orth of 
paintings, charged to construction costs, have not been located in the 
building. Also, personal expenses were charged, including detective 
fees. A fantastic $281,000, representing a refund of deposit, was 
credited to Mr. Woodner’s personal account, the propriety of whiphis 
highly questionable. Such charges, of course, inflated the cost of the 
project, which in turn requires the deluxe rental rates that are paid by 
the tenants in addition to jeopardizing the Government’s interest as 
insurer of the mortgage. In a minute my associates will give details 
on these and other items. 

Mr. Chairman, when we testified before your committee in April 
of this year, you may recall our complete endorsement of your sug- 
gestion that the Government should have authority to require persons 
operating with FHA mortgage-insurance funds to maintain proper 
records and that FHA have authority and be required to examine and 
audit such records to the extent deemed necessary to protect the Gov- 
ernment's interests. If nothing else, our experience in examining the 
books and records of the Woodner interests definitely confirms beyond 
any question of doubt the gi'ounds for our belief of the iiecessity that 
the Government have the right to peer behind the veil of secrecy that 
surrounded builder and mortgagor operations under FHA rental 
housing insured mortgages. Of all the provisions in the Housing 
Act of 1954 desigiied to strengthen the liousing progi^un, it is clear 
that none is more important than the provisions of section 814, wliich 
gives the Housing and Home Finance Administrator the authority to 
require insured mortgagors of rental housing projects to maintain 
books and records of their operations and a right for the FHA to 
audit them. 

Mr. Chairman, in connection with the provision, it was your stead- 
fastness in connection with this Housing Act which has made it possi- 
ble for FHA to have this authority and they hfi\e a tremendous re- 
sponsibility in connection with it. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Newman and 
Mr. Delmore, who have been engaged in this audit, will explain to you 
the audit report and answer any questions that you may have. 

The Chairman. Suppose you proceed then and explain the report 
to us. We will ask you questions as we go along. 

Mr. Newman. Mr, Chairman, I have before me a letter signed by 
the Acting Comptroller General of the United States, Frank H. Weit- 
zel, to you, dated September 30. This letter 

Mr. Simon. Would you read the letter, Mr. Newman ? 

Mr. Newman. Yes. [Heading:] 

As requested in your letter of August 12, 1954, the Division of Audits, General 
Accounting Office, has been engaged in an examination of the financial oooks 
and records of Mr. Ian Woodner and of certain corporations which he ownso 
controls. These records are located in the Woodner Hotel pursuant to the coin- 
mittee’s subpena and under the joint custody of the committee and the 

In my letter dated August 17, 1954, it was indicated that the infonaaiio 
requested by you would not be readily determinable because of the 
which the records had been maintained. Since that date we have encqonte^ 
numerous other conditions which have prevented the application of horian 
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juditin;; procedures. In fact, the existinj? conditions are of sncli a nature that 
onless rectified promptly a satisfactory audit cannot he made. The conditions 
Pi‘o,?ress of the examination are summarized from the attached 
report of preliminary filidinJu^s. 

1 . The iiiU'rmiiiaiin^r of transactions between the partner.ships, the corpora- 
tions, and the individuals, has made separate analyses of the entities impossible. 

2. All the partnership and corporate hooks and records have not been ijre- 

seiited to us for audit 

The (''u AIRMAN. The}^ not been presented to you for audit? 

Mr. Newman. That is right, sir. 

The r hair MAN. Isn’t that a violation of the subpena ? 

Mr. Simon. Yes, sir. 

The Chairaian. You may proceed. 

Mr. Newman (reading) : 

Many sijmificant transactions are not recorded in the books available to us, 
bat are reflected in the financial statements prepared by the company’s public 
accountants. 

3. Detailed analyses in support of complex tran.sactions apparently are in the 
possession of the company’s public accountants in New York City. Analyses 
furnished us at our reciuest in a few in.stances need further clarification. 

4. Year-end closiiifrs of the books and allocations of costs and overhead ex- 
penses to various construction projects were made by the public accountants, 
acting as bookkeepers for the company. 

5. Vendors’ invoices, purchase orders, receiving reports, contracts, deeds, and 
other documents in support of maiij’ major transjictions, have not been furnished 
upon our request. 

6. Company repre.sentatives have not given reasonable explanations for un- 
supported transactions. 

7. Detailed support for construction payrolls for periods prior to 1952, payable 

in cash, are reported to have been lost. These payrolls approximated $3 million 
annually 

The Chairman. What is this, detailed support for construction 
payrolls for periods prior to 1952, payable in cash — you mean by 
checks or payable in checks, the master checks ? 

Mr. Newman. One check was issued for the total payroll. The 
cash would come back to the company and the cash would be put in 
envelopes for each individual employee. There were no checks issued 
to each employee. 

The C HAiRMAN. They can’t furnish you with the names of the em- 
ployees? Is that it? 

Mr. Newman. There is a subsidiary record, but not a book of orig- 
inal entry, which represents the individual earning cards. 

Mr. Simon. As I understand the point you are making, Mr. New- 
man, if the weekly payroll were $180,000, and 18 employees were to 
get a total of $180,000 for salary for that week, the payroll check might 
npe been drawn for $200,000, and the other $20,000 might have been 
dissipated and there is no way that you can check as to what the 
payroll was in comparison to the amount of money they drew for 
payroll? 

Mr. Newman. That is right. 

The Chairman. You may proceed. 

Mr. Newman (reading) : 

8. A number of the canceled checks payable to cash are missing. 

. “- Correspondence relating to many important transactions cannot be found 
“y the company’s representatives. 

10. The dual custody of the books and records by the committee and the owners 
*148 caused considerable difficulty in performing the audit, due to the unneces- 
close surveillance by the company representatives of our work, including 
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scauuing of our work papers and obvious attempts to determine the subject of our 
oflBcial conversations, which were harassing if not deliberate interference to 
delay the progress of our work 

The Chairman. "^Vhat is this? Read No. 10 again. 

Mr. Newman (reading) : 

The dual custody of the books and records by the committee and the owners 
has caused considerable difficulty in performing the audit, due to the unneces- 
sary close surveillance by the company representatives of our work,' including 
scanning of our work papers and obvious attempts to determine the subject of 
our official conversations, which were harrassing if not deliberate interference 
to delay the progress of our work. 

The Chairman. That is a pretty serious charge. 

Mr. Newman. It certainly is. [Reading:] 

In view of the foregoing and in accordance with the conference held with 
members of your staff, the General Accounting Office will take no further action 
on the audit pending your further instructions. 

Sincerely yours, 


Acting Comptroller General of the United States. 

B-121061 

Septemker 30, 1954. 

General Accounting Office 

DIVISION op audits 

Report to Senate Banking and Currency Committee of Preliminary Findings 

Resulting From Examination op the Financial Books and Records op Ian 

WOODNER and CEftTAiN CORPORATIONS WHICH He OwNS OF CONTROLS 

history OF COMPANY 

Information available indicates the business began November 1, 1944, with 
the establishment of a partnership doing business as Jonathan Woodner Co. 
for the purpose of constructing and selling dwellings. The following persons 
appear in the records of the partnership as partners: Ian Woodner; Max Wood- 
ner, his brother; Beverly Woodner, his sister; Ruth Woodner, his wife; Beverly 
Macey, his niece. 

We were unable to locate a partnership agreement for this original partner- 
ship and were informed by a W’oodner representative that none existed. A 
memorandum in the company’s flies indicates that none was In existence and that 
instructions were given not to prepare any for the years 1944 through 1946. 

Contributions to the partnership were not in the nature of actual cash advances, 
but rather consisted principally of allowances for various expenses incurred by 
the individuals. One of the principal items is a travel allowance of $5,000 for 
Ian Woodner. Beverly Woodner’s and Beverly Macey ’s original partnership 
interest consisted of transfer from Ian Woodner’s account of $2,000 and $1,500, 
respectively. The partners’ capital accounts as of December 31, 1944, are sum- 
marized as follows : 

Ian Woodner $15,493.87 

Max Woodner 1 — z-TTYn 

Ruth Woodner 773. ^ 

Beverly Woodner 

Beverly Macey 1, 425. Qu 

Total 19,632.27 

On or about January 1, 1947, the original partnership was dissolved and a new 
partnership, also doing business as Jonathan Woodner Co., was establishea. 
Ian and Max Woodner were partners in the new venture. An unsigned partner- 
ship agreement in the flies Indicates the respective interests were 70 i>ercent for 
Ian and 30 percent for Max. 

The second partnership was dissolved as of December 31, 1948, and the assets 
were transferred to a corjioration named Shipley & 25th Street, Inc., in considera- 
tion of the assumption of all liabilities of the partnership by the transferee. 
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Shipley & 2;1th Street, Inc., was? incorporated October 25, 1944 (Delaware), 
«nd corporate name was changed to .Tonathan Woodner Co. on January 27, 
iiuO. Its capital stock is owned by Shipley Corp. 

*Shipley Corp. (Maryland) was incorporated June 2, 1945, and is the holding 
company for numerous subsidiaries. 

OPKHATING PRACTICES 

Generally, Sliipley Corp. is the parent company of the Woodner interests. 
Jonathan Woodner Co. acts as the con.struction company. In a 608 project such 
as Roch (’reek Plaza, Inc., Shipley Corp. would purchase a token amount of 
capital stock, such as $1,000 to $5,000. A construction mortgagee would provide 
money for the necessary deposits as well as for actual con.struction. This money 
would lie ^ent from the construction mortgagee to the project corporation such 
as Rock Creek Plaza, Inc., which, in turn, would generally tran.sfer the money 
immediately to Jonathan Woodner (’o. The project corporation would carry 
tiiis tran.sfer as a receivable from Jonathan Woodner Co. under “Construction 
Advances.” Jonathan Woodner C’o. wouhl then handle all the disbursements for 
construction and periodically would transfer these charges to the project com- 
pany l).v journal entry. 

COMAflNGLING OF PERSONAL AND CORPORATE INTERESTS 

From the inception of the Woodner companies in 1944, no clear-cut distinction 
was ever made consistently on the Woodner books between personal transactions 
and corporate transactions. The interests of the corporations have become so 
commingled with those of the individuals that a complete audit of the corpora- 
tions necessitates a complete audit of the individuals. 

Jonathan Woodner Co. periodically made substantial cash advances to its 
atockholrters and officers. In 1950, advances to Ian Woodner totaled more than 
J800,000. These advances were charged against the individuals’ accounts. 
Credits to the individual accounts consisted not only of salary and expense 
allowances and cash, land, and other assets transferred to the company by the 
individual, but also numerous journal entries of substantial amounts, many 
of which are still unexplained. The important journal entries were prepared 
by Marshall Granger & C’o., public accountants, for the preparation of the com- 
pany’s annual financial statements, but the entries do not appear on the books. 

Mr. Simon. Do you mean these year-end entries were made by the 
auditors in New York and never put on the books? 

Mr. Newman. The books we are examining do not have those entries 
on them. 

Mr. Simon. Those are the original books of the corporation? 

Mr. Newman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. These entries, do not appear on those books ? 

Mr. Newman. That is right. [Continues reading:] 

An example is a journal entry credit of $281,184 to Ian Woodner’s advance 
account in 1951. An analysis of the charges to Rock Creek Plaza, Inc., disclosed 
that this credit consisted of a return by the construction mortgagee of the over 
and above deposit. The credit properly should have been made to the cost of 
construction of Rock Creek Plaza, Inc., since originally when the deposit was 
made it had been charged to that construction. 

In this manner large credits were built up in his account, which enabled him 
to draw substantial cash advances, which he used for whatever purposes he 
desirerl, personal or otherwise. The propriety of these transactions is seriously 
Questioned in view of Federal Housing Administration regulations and the 
Government’s great interest in the Rock Creek and other 608 projects. From an 
acceptable accounting practice standpoint, these transactions need a thorough 
jeview by the Bureau of Internal Revenue to determine if additional income 
raxes are due the Government. 

MISSING ACCOUNTING RECORDS 

In our original survey of the Woodner books and records we attempted, as a 
atarting point, to review trial balances of the Shipley Corp. books and the 
Jonathan Woodner Co. books by years. However, when it became apparent that 
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ejiding balances in one year would not agree with the heginniiig balances in the 
next year, company representatives told us that there were additional journal 
entries in the possession of Marshall Granger ife Co., a New York iirm of public 
accountants, which had never been posted to the books, and that all the detailed 
analyses supporting these entries were also in t!ie possession of Granger. W'g 
requested that the company call Granger immediately and obtain copies of all 
journal entries since these are an integral part of the company's books. Despite 
repeated requests by us, the forwariling of this data has been ('Xtreiuely slow. 
It is apparent that delaying tactics an* being useil. 

In substantially all cases the .iournal entries and sui)porting annl.yses are 
necessary to complet(‘ our examination since tliey contain the crux of the year’s 
transactions, lii some years as many as two hundred entries are not posted on 
the books. The ultimate disposition of substantial disbursements is tied up in 
these entries. 

For example, payments totalling $128,000 made to various unidentified indiv- 
iduals in 1950 were charged to a suspense account. No portion of the $128,000 
was carried forward to tue 1951 ledger, yet nothing in 1950 showed the disposi- 
tion of this amount. Information subsequently received from Marshall Granger 
& Co. showed that the $128,000 had been distributed to various construction 
jobs. The purpose of these payments and the basis of distribution are unknown 
to us. 

It is apparent that, in order to be complete, the books located in room B-1265 
of the Woodner Hotel should be supplemented by Marshall Granger Co. work- 
ing papers, trial balances, and detailed analyses. Also required is correspon- 
dence from the Woodner interests concerning policies to be followed by Granger, 
and authorizing them to make certain allocations and determinations affecting 
the financial position of the company and the Woodners as individuals. For all 
practical purposes, Marshall Granger & Co. are the company’s bookkeepers. 

MISSING DOCUMENTS AND OTHER SUPPOUTING EVIDENCE 

In addition to the incomplete condition of the books, we cannot audit certain 
transactions because vendors’ invoices, receiving rei)orts, purchase orders, con- 
tracts, deeds, etc., are not available for our inspection. 

We have been informed by company representatives that certain types of 
transactions have never had any supporting documents. We wei*e unable to 
get reasonable explanations concerning the nature of the charges, most of 
which were accumulated either in a suspense account or in legal expense dur- 
ing the years 1940, 1950, and 1951, and totaled approximately $250,000. Ulti- 
mately these charges were distributed to several accounts but principally to the 
construction costs of 608 projects. 

Charges to construction, which were purported to be contractors’ charges 
generally were supported by invoices. However, because no rei'civing reports 
were available we have no assurance that the material was ever delivered or 
that the distribution of the charge was proper. An example of this is a charge 
of $6,885 to Rock Creek Plaza, Inc., for portraits and paintings. Although 
we have requested company representatives to tell us the location of these 
paintings, they have not done so. 

As indicated in foregoing paragraphs, construction costs, including the con- 
struction payroll, were paid by the Jonathan Woodner Co. We have been in- 
formed by the company that the payroll journals for the construction workers 
have been lost for the years prior to 1952. Since these payrolls were paid in 
cash, there is no detail available for our inspection. We w'^ere unable, therefore, 
to audit the charges to construction from payroll. These charges, applicable 
to a number of construction pobs, approximated $3 million per year. The total 
construction payroll charges to Rock Creek Plaza, Inc., approximated $2 million 
for the years 1949 to 1953. 

Our analysis of construction costs to date showed that many charges were 
made for checks payable to cash. A number of these canceled checks are not 
in the files and company representatives have been unable to explain their 
absence. 

In attempting to get the background of certain transactions we have gone to 
the correspondence file for information. In many cases no reference was found 
to the transactions in question. 

The Chairman. Outside of that, everything is all right. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Newman, have you prepared or had prepaied 
by your staff a list of the checks drawn to cash for which there — * 
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The CiJAiRMAx. Excuse me. Is Elder Michaux present? 

Will } ou have him come in from out in the hall, please? 

Elder, will you come forward? Do you have the books that you 
were to deli\ er to us today ? 

Mr. Miciiavx. No, sir. This gentleman has them. 

The ChiAiRMAN. In other words you have delivered the books to us ■ 
Mr. Michaux. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Senator, he has delivered the books. His auditor is 
now with our auditor going over them. 

The CiiAiiniAN. IVe will publicly accept delivery of the books at 
this time. 

Mr. ^[icHAUx. Thank you, sir. 

The Chairman. Now you may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Newman, have 3^011 prepared a tabulation of the 
checks payable to cash for which there is no supporting data? 

Mr. New:man. Our staff has, }^es, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And do they total $127,000 ? 

Mr. Newaian. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Pages 1 and 2 list checks totaling $90,210.22, which 
were payable to cash where the checks are available, but there is no 
supporting data. 

Mr. Newman. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And the third sheet of paper lists checks totaling 
^lT,28fi, where there is no supportuig data and the checks, themselves, 
are not available ; is that right ? 

Mr. Newacan. I would like to make a correction at this point. I 
think it is very pertinent. We found out about 2 hours ago that the 
checks listed on the statement, the last statement you just men- 
ioned, which total $37,286, that were made to cash in the years 1947-49, 
they were submitted to our auditors this morning. 

Mr. Simon. Where had they been ? Do you know ? 

Mr. Newman. I understand from our staff members that the com- 
pany representative stated to them that the checks had been in the 
files of Marshall Granger & Co. in New York. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know why those particular checks, all of which 
are payable to cash, and with 2 exceptions, all of them are in round 
numbers, like a thousand dollars, or $3,000, or $5,000, should have been 
in the files of Marshall Granger ? 

Mr. Newman. We do not know why^ 

The Chairman. Do you mean they delivered to you this morninff 
these checks? j j ^ 

Mr. Newman. The checks 

Mr. Simon. They delivered to his staff this morning these checks 
payable to cash, all but two of which are in round numbers, for 
which there are no explanations and until this morning the checks 
were missing. 

Mr. Newman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. They delivered them this morning and said they had 
found them in the files of Marshall Granger & Co. in New York. 

The Chairman. You mean just these specific checks ? 

Mr. Newman. That is right, sir. There are still checks 2, 4, 6, to the 
tune of about $16,000 that were issued in 1951, for substantial amounts 

I or example, 1 for $5,000 ; 2 for $5,000 ; 1 for $3,000 ; another one 
for $2,500, another one for $1,000. 
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The Chairman. Was the balance of the checks in the bffice out here? 
I mean other checks — the regular checks ? 

Mr. Newman. The regular checks were there ; yes. sir. 

The Chairman. In the office here in Washingtons 

Mr. Newman. That is right. 

The Chairman. These particular checks we called their attention 
to, day before yesterday 1 believe it was, or Monday, were missing 
and they delivered to you or a member of your staff this morning 
and said that they had been in Mr. Granger’s offices in New York? ^ 

Mr. Newman. That is right, sir. 

The Chairman. These are all checks made out to cash ? 

Mr. Newman. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Now, Mr. Newman 

Mr. Newman. It is significant, I believe, at this point to state, gen- 
tlemen, that in the course of our audit, when we come across a check 
that cannot be found, we immediately called it to the attention of the 
company representative. That is as long as 30 days ago, a conservative 
estimate of that. Finally, when we finished the account we gave a 
list which you have before you. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Newman, taking the last 4 items on page 3 of this 
checks to cash, they totaled $14,000. Two of them Avere for $5,000, 1 
for $3,000 and 1 for $1,000 ; is that right? 

Mr. Newman. You have missed one. There is one for $2,500. 

Mr. Simon. I said the last four. 

Mr. Newman. The last four. 

Mr. Simon. The last four were charged to suspense ; is that right? 

Mr. Newman. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. As an auditor, what do you mean when you charge 
something to suspense ? 

Mr. Newman. Ordinarily it would be the practice to charge an 
item to suspense, primarily because the final determination hadn’t 
been made to the distribution of that item on the books of original 
entry. 

Mr. Simon. Do I understand correctly in the spring or summer of 
1951, they drew 4 checks to cash in round figures which totaled $14,000? 
The checks were cashed, they charged it to suspense, and today, 3 years 
later, they are still charged to suspense ? 

Mr. Newman. IVliat happens is this : they are charged to suspense 
and then at the end of the year a preclosing trial balance, which in- 
cludes the total of that suspense, goes to Marshall Granger. Some- 
place there must be an analysis, because Marshall Granger would have 
to make a final determination as to where these items should be 
charged. As we have indicated, this suspense account, it occurs on 
the preclosing of the books — in other words, the books of original 
entry would have maybe a balance of a hundred thousand. At the 
beginning of the next year the suspense account disappears. The 
amount is taken and thrown against all projects. 

Mr. Simon. Is what you are saying, at the end of the year they wif)® 
out the expense account but without ever identifying it or charging it 
to any particular account or item? 

Mr. Newman. Frankly, we do not know whether there is anything 
identified or not. 

Mr. Simon. Those items which were charged to suspense in 1951 are 
still not identified on the books of the company; is that right? 
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Jlr. New3IAn. If you include what Marshall Granger has as books 
of the company, which we do, and we haven’t been able to get, yes. 

^r. Simon. So far as the books you have been able to get is con- 
cerned, those are still unidentified? 

Mr. Newman. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Do I understand that in the year 1950 the company 
charged to overhead, $808,000, and in that $808,000 there was in- 
cluded $128,000 of items that had previously been charged to suspense? 

Mr. Granger. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And was there included in the $808,000, $73,000 charged 
to promotion ? 

Mr. Newman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Newman, what would you understand promotion to 
be when you are building Government-insured housing projects ? 

Mr. Newman. Well, we certainly question it very seriously. We 
did run across something that appears definitely to be a payment made 
to somebody to expedite getting an occupancy permit. 

Mr. Simon. Did you find — those were small amounts ? 

Mr. Newman. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. A couple of hundred dollars ? 

Mr. Newman. But it was a common practice. They used the word 
for that purpose, of paying off somebody. 

Mr. Simon. They drew a hundred dollars or two hundred and the 
charge on the books was to expedite getting the occupancy permit ? 

Mr. Newman. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Going back to your first sheet of checks made payable 
to cash, I notice a check dated November 8, 1949, check No. 9588. Do 
you find that check ? 

Mr. Newman. I found it. 

Mr. Simon. Payable to cash, on the Riggs Bank ; is that right ? 

Mr. Newman. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. There is no endorsement on the back of the check. 

Mr. Newman. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The check is for a round sum of $2,000. 

Mr. Newman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And it is charged to promotion ? 

Mr. Newman. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Is there any supporting data to show what they meant by 
promotion ? 


Mr. Newman. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Is there anything to indicate whether that was to erect 
a billboard or to pay off somebody ? 

Mr. Newman. There was no evidence. We have no documentary 
evidence to give us any indication, who it was paid to, or for what 
purpose. 

Mr. Simon. I notice on the second page, there are a number of 
checks drawn to cash and you list the people whose names appeared 
I'n the back. To the extent you have been able to identify them are 
they employees of the company ? 

Mr. Newman. Yes, sir. Most of them were employees. 

Mr. Simon. Would that indicate that the employee had gone to the 
cank and cashed the check and brought the cash back ? 

Mr. Newman. It indicates that, yes. 
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Mr. Simon. And of all these checks on three pa^es totaling $137,000 
there is no indication of what the money \yas spent for ? ’ 

Mr. Newman. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Going to your group of papers, your schedule A lists 
checks totaling $285,000 drawn to named persons for which the sup- 
porting data is missing ; is that right ? 

Mr, Newman. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. And without bothering to read them all, because we 
want to ask Mr. Woodner about each of them specifically, the first 
one is $30,000 to D. Worth Clark? 

Mr. Newman. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. The second one is $44,791 to Maurice T. O’Connell? 

Mr. Newman. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. The third is $15,796 to Arthur M. Chaite. 

Mr. Newman. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. For those that I have named plus the others, the total 
of $285,000, were you able to find the supporting data? 

Mr. Newman. All the supporting data is missing, and until the 
other evening, when Ian Woodner testified, we had no knowledge what 
these payments were for. 

The Chairman. That was in executive session on Monday evening? 

Mr. Newman, That was in executive session. 

Mr. Simon. The only knowledge you have as of today is what you 
heard him orally say Monday night in the Capitol in our office? 

Mr. New’man. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. And I gather that a goodly number of them, now that 
you know what they are for, would you have to conclude are not proper 
charges to the corporation ? 

Mr. Newman. We do not know at the moment whether they are or 
are not. 

I would say this : that this total of $285,000 is as you see, the suspense 
account is over 1949, 1950, and 1951. Then there are certain legal 
expenses in 1950 and then it goes to military housing proposals. All 
these charges are put in a pot. I suppose you could call it a pot of 
gold, and then they are j)rorated or charged against the various 
projects. At the time some of these allocations were made the Rock 
Creek Plaza bore almost 50 percent. 

Mr. Simon. Rock Creek Plaza is the Woodner Hotel out here? 

Mr. Newman. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. I hold in my hand two checks of the Jonathan Wood- 
ner Co. to the order of Maximilian Furs, Inc., in 1950, One is for 
$3,000 and one is for $3,200 and endorsed by Maximilian Furs, Inc. 
Are you acquainted with those two checks ? 

Mr. Deemore. I am. 

Mr. Simon. Were those checks charged against the construction of 
any of these buildings ? 

Mr. Delmore. They were charged against Ian Woodner’s advance 
account. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know whether from the advance account they 
were charged back to any of the buildings ? 

Mr. Delmore. We cannot determine mat. 

Mr. Simon. There are many offsetting entries against the advance 
account and you cannot tell whether this item is in any of those? 

Mr. Delmore. Wliich items are being taken out. 
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jfr. Simon. Going back to your schedule A, after listing the people 
fflio got the money, you then have a separate sheet showing the de- 
tailed — showing each specific check for each individual ; is that right? 
Mr. NewjMan. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Schedule B, you list the charges against the Ian Wood- 
ner personal account ; is that right? 

Mr. Delmore. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Does that show that in the period from 1944 to 1952 his 
total salary from all these corporations was $59,946 ? 

Mr. Delmore. As much as we were able to determine those are the 
credits to that account, which apparently came from salary allowance. 

Mr. Simon. And what are the credits to his account from partner- 
ship profit or loss ? 

Mr. Delmore. For that span of years it amounted to a net loss of 
$37,653. 

Mr. Simon. Then would you say that the books reflect that for the 
6-year period, the net amount of salary or partnership profit or loss 
he had was $22,000 ? 

Mr. Delmore. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. As against that, do the books show that $70,742 of 
checks payable to cash were charged against his account? 

Mr. Delmore. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. That the corporation paid $40,412 of his personal 
income tax? 

Mr. Delmore. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. That the corporation paid $342,716 of his personal 
bills? 

Mr. Delmore, That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And then you have journal entries, passing credits 
back and forth, of over $2 million. 

Mi\ Delmore. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. The supporting sheets following that list the checks 
supporting each of the items; is that right? 

Mr. Delmore. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Lastly, you have a detail of journal entries. Are 
these the yearend journal entries that you referred to earlier? 

Mr. Delmore. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Without bothering to go through all of them I would 
like to refer to a few of them. On page 1, “JE-22.” I gather that 
means journal entry 22? 

Mr. Delmore, That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Which was made May 30, 1948 — it credits Woodner’s 
drawings with $15,629 and says that “The purpose is to charge travel 
and promotion of $10,000 to the company.^’ Is there any indication 
in the files of what that $10,600 of travel iind promotion consisted of? 
Mr. Det.more. We have not been able to find it. 

Mr. Simon. As I understand it — will you turn to page 5 there, 
please ? 

Page 5 of these journal entries. 

The journal entries are on a narrow sheet of paper. The first item 
there credits Woodner’s account with $20,363; is that right? 

Mr. Delmore. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. It says the purpose of it is to reflect some securities that 
ne had purchased and the securities are General Motors stock, Stand- 
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ard Oil of Ohio, Bethlehem and United Gas, some Treasury bonds. 
Do the books reflect the fact that those securities were purchased froni 
Carreau & Co., with funds put in his wife’s bank account, which wei-e 
taken out of the corporation and deposited in his wife’s bank account? 

Mr. Delmore. I cannot recall this entire transaction. I have gone 
back on it and I tliink this journal entry picked it up sometime later 
after the transaction had been completed. The securities had been 
purcliased and sold and then ultimately it was picked up on the books. 

Mr. Simon. Going to page 7, do I understand beginning at page T 
all of these journal entries were given to you from the records of 
Marshal Granger and do not appear on the books of the company? 

Mr. Delmore. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. To this day they are not on the books of the company, 
is that right ? 

Mr. Delmore. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You received them only from their auditors in New 
York? 

Mr. Delmore. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. The first item gives Woodner’s advance account a credit 
of $10,000 and below that, its purpose is stated, “To adjust expense 
details.” 

Mr. Delmore. Details in the working papers. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know what the purpose of that $10,000 credit 
was? 

Mr. Delmore. No, sir. We do not have those workpapers. 

Mr. Simon. You have no indication of what that $10,000 credit was 
for? 

Mr. Delmore. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. The next item gives Woodner a credit of $27,414. Does 
anything in the files indicate what that credit is for ? 

Mr. Delmore. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The next item, credit suspense, with $77,000, and 
charges a number of other people, including Chaite, with $5,000. Is 
there anything in the files to indicate why the reclassification of the 
suspense account ? 

Mr. Delmore. No, sir. That is the distribution of it. The basis of 
the allocation is the thing that we do not have. 

Mr. Simon. No supporting data on why it was allocated as it was? 

Mr. Delmore. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. On the next page you show a credit to Woodner of 
$281,184 by a journal entry. Is that right ? 

Mr. Delmore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Does that mean that on the books of the company he 
was given a credit in that amount? 

Mr. Delmore. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Is that the amount of the return of the over and above 
money on the Woodner Hotel ? 

Mr. Delmore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Who put up the over and above money on the Woodner 
Hotel ? 

Mr. Delmore. The corporation. 

Mr. Simon. What reason was there for crediting him with the 
return of that money ? 


FHA INVESTIGATION 


3425 

Mr. Delmore. I don't know. We haven’t been given any explana- 
tion for that particular entry . 

Mr. Simon. Is what happened here that the corporation put up 
.81,000 and wheji it was returned, he personally got credit for it? 
Mr. Delmorj!). Yes. 

Mr. there is a journal entry giving 

him credit for $117,000 on advances in connection with Swifton 

Village No. 8. Is that a return of the over-and-above money for 
Swifton Village No. 8 ? 

Mr. Delmore. I don t know what that particular deposit is. It 
IS a deposit of some type. ^ 

Mr. ^iiMON. It is a return of deposit? 

Mi\ Delmore. 

Mr. Simon. He put up the deposit ? 

Tliw areX'in^h through on tliat transaction. 

^ M of ^ Ihe money. 

Mr. Mmon. That was made as of December 31, 19ol « 

Mr. Delmore. No ; this is 1952 . 

Mr. Simon. I am sorry, December 31, 1952. 

On the pa^, page 11, do you hiid a journal entry made De- 
cember 31, 19al, which gives liim credit for $117,000 « ^ 

Mr. Delmore. Yes 

Mr. Delmore. I would say if lie actn*il1v nt-w i 

credit tjvice and he put up tl7e moner<S ^ ‘ 

mg It as a taxable income ? ^ * * ’ ^^thout report- 

Mr. Dkomoke. That would be tlie effect; ves 
Mr Simon. The effect would be to redure his tax liahilif., c. f 

income on $400,000 r ‘ ^ 

fte^SerTomp;^^^ «’}'>- this time that 

tlieir books or tried to audit have audited 

mortgaginl^out cases we Iv^^ witnesses in the 

General Accounting Office to make an audh^Vhev^^vf we asked the 

and He are hearing today the result of that amhf ^ 

« s r,h’ «’.r « iiriis 'r “.•«t 

J-..J .. d„ 1,.., „.e ,„i„ i, ,iv;.r&Th™s 

siroilar situations, I don’t know Whether we would find 

the ^BcisitHor of course, 

WTse, I thiiik they always had th^ri Jt to mT ^ 

they owned all of the prefen-ed stock^vv WW* .? •* i® because 

"A .. a. i. I K nh“; 
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didri^t do it. In this hast hoiisinc: bill we wrote into the hiw that they 
specifically had the right to do iL ^ 

I think they always had the riglit to do it but they didn’t take 
advantage of that situation, in my opinion. Here is a case now where 
we did ask the General Accounting Oflice to make an audit. 

They spent — 10 men spent many, many days, and it may well be 
before we are through wdth this investigation, wliich may well have to 
run all of next y^ar, that we will ask the General Accounting Office to 
make a similar audit of many, many other of these projects, particu- 
larly these projects where we ha\e had them before us as witnesses 
during the last 3 or 4 months. 

Mr. Newman. Mr. Chairman, if I may, I would like to make a 
statement that these are only preliminary findings. 

The CHAmMAN. I understand. 

Mr. Newman. With records in such condition as these, it is a waste 
of Government funds to go any further on this project unless thev 
cooperate and give us all the information. 

The Chairman. We appreciate that. I just wanted the record to 
show that this is the only project, or only company where we have 
made an effort to audit their books, to find out the facts from their 
books. All the other information we have had in all of our hearings, 
which have been going on now for several weeks, it is the information 
which they bring in and give us and what little information FHA had 

In no instance, other than this one, did we try to make a detailed 
audit. 

You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Simon. I have no further questions. 

The Chairman. Our next witness will be Mr. Woodner. If you 
gentlemen will just sit in the back, we may want some further infor- 
mation. 

Mr. Woodner, will you please come forward ? 

Mr. Granger, likewise, the auditor for Mr. Woodner, please come 
forward. 

The Chairman. Will you be sworn, Mr. Woodner? And Mr. 
Gra nger, will you be sworn ? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

TESTIMONY OF IAN WOODNER, THE WOODNER, WASHINGTON, 

D. C., ETC., ACCOMPANIED BY MARSHALL GRANGER, ACCOUNT- 
ANT, AND WILLIAM E. LEAHY AND JOSEPH M. WILLIAMSON, 

COUNSEL— Resumed 

Mr. Woodner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Granger. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. The two gentlemen with you are your attorneys? 

Mr. Leahy. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Williamson. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Is it the wishes of the witnesses that the photog- 
raphers take the pictures and then move to one side? Is that correct, 
Mr. Woodner and Mr. Granger? 

Mr. Woodner. Yes. 

Mr. Granger. Yes, sir. 
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The CiiAiRiNiAN. The photographers will please get a picture and 
then move to the right. 

Now, Mr. Woodner, will yon give your name to the reporter, please, 
for the record? 

Mr. Woodner. My name is Ian Woodner. 

The Chairman. And Mr. Granger ? 

Mr- Granger. Marshall Granger. 

The Chairman. Wliat company ? 

Mr. Granger. Marsliall Granger & Co. 

The Chairman. Of New York City? 

Mr. Granger. Yes. 

The (hiAiRAiAN. The gentlemen with you 

Mr. AVilliamson. Jose]ih N. AVilliamson. 

Mr. Leahy. AVilliam E. Leahy. 

The Chairaian. Representing them as lawyers. 

You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. SiAioN. Mr. AVoodner, when you were here sometime ago, we 
went through the details of the mortgages and the costs on the 24 proj- 
ects that you built under section 608 of the Housing Act. Do you re- 
call that ? 

Mr. Woodner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SntoN. Without going into the details, the total mortgages were 
roughly $40% million, and the total costs of the buildings and the 
land were somewhere around $600,000 less than the amount of the 
mortgages. 

Mr. Woodner. If that is what the record shows. 

Mr. Simon, I think you will find that is what the record shows. 
And those costs that we use were the costs that you gave us as shown 
by your books ; is that right ? 

Mr. AVoodner. These costs were the costs that are indicated to me as 
being the costs of these projects, but they do not include — may I add 
something to that, sir? 

Mr. ►SiAioN. They are the costs that you gave us as shown by your 
books; is that right? 

Mr. A\ oodner. Costs as presented to us. May I add something to it, 
please, and then I will be through? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. AVoodner. The costs do not include one project built under the 
fHA rental-housing program known as Chanute Gardens, Chanute 
Apartments Corn., under title VIII. 

Mr. Simon. That was not a section 608; was it ? 

Mr. AVoodner. No; it was not. 

Air. Si]\roN. AA^e will get to that. We are talking about section OOS’s 
now: IS that right? 

Mr. AVoodner. I 

Mr. Simon. I know you didn’t mortgage out there, but the point 
i was trying to get at, on the section 60S’s— 24 of them— the total costs 

as shown by your books was $600,000 less than the total mort^rages- is 
that right ? . & & > 

Mr. AA^oodner. Approximately, with the exception of the fact that 
we lost over a million dollars on the title VIII project, 

cf.f • ^ lost anything on it, but am I correct in 

stating die fact, that on tlie section 608 projects you got million. 

(I tile (otal costs were about $600,000 less than the mortgages? 

50690 - — 54 — Jit. 4 46 
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Mr. WooDNER. Not counting any of the buiMer’s fees, or arolutect’^ 
fees, or work which we did as contractors and subcontractors of ouv 
own. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Woodner, is it true that every cost that you paid to 
every living soul whom you ever paid a penny or more to, totaled ap. 
proximately $600,000 less than the mortgages ‘i 

Mr, Woodner. Those are the figures that were presented to me. 

Mr. Simon. Yes; and those. figures included costs which we are 
about to discuss — included costs shown on your books; is that right! 

Mr. Woodner. As presented to me. 

Mr. Simon. Among the cost shown on your books is an item of 
$30,000 paid to D. Worth Clark. Did you pay D. Worth Clark 
$30,000 ? 

Mr. Woodner. If the records show that. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ? 

Mr. Woodner. If the records show that. 

Mr. Simon. My question is whether you did pay D. Worth Clark 
$30,000. 

Mr. WoODNEii. If the records show we paid him that much money 
we did pay him that much money. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know whether you paid Mr. Clark $30,000? 

Mr. Woodner. I don’t know whether it was $30,000 or $20,000. 

The Chairman. Did you pay him anything? 

Mr. Woodner. Yes; I know we paid him something. 

The Chairman. You paid him something? 

Mr. Woodner. Yes, sir. / 

Mr. Simon. What is your best recollection as to how much you: 
paid him? 

Mr. Woodner. I don’t know. I believe it is around $27,000 or so. I 
am not certain. It is in that neighborhood ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat did Mr, D .Worth Clark do for $27,000 or $30,000?' 

Mr. Woodner. He was an attorney for us. 

Mr. Simon. What work did he do as an attorney ? 

Mr. Woodner. He went with us. He intere.sted us in a project to be 
done in the State of Idaho in connection with, or near the Arco atomic 
energy plant, which had been in operation there, and we went and 
surveyed areas, more specifically in Pocatello and Boise, Idaho. 

Mr. Simon. When was that project built ? 

Mr. Woodner. That project was never built. 

Mr. Simon. How far did you go in the construction of it or in the 
planning for it? 

Mr. Woodner. We began to take options in the fall of 1949. We 
were issued a commitment in the middle of 1951. 

Mr. Simon. A commitment from FHA ? 

Mr. Woodner. From FHA. 

The Chairman. Why didn’t you build it ? 

Mr. Woodner. Because, first of all, we decided it was too far away 
and secondly, the commitment was not satisfactory in relation to cost. 

Mr. Simon. What else did Mr. Clark do for that $30,000 the books 
show he got ? 

Mr. Woodner. He represented us in the State of Idaho for that 
period of time. 

Mr. Simon. And that is al 1 that is covered by this $30,000 ? 

Mr. Woodner. Yes, sir. 
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[ Jlr. Simon. Did he do any work in connection with tlie Woodner 
Hotel oi‘ the Woodner Apa^rtment House here ? 

Mr. Woodner. Nothing, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Then why was this $30,000 charged as a cost of con- 
struction of the Woodner project? 

Mr. Woodner. I don't believe it was, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t believe it was? 

Mr. Woodner. To my knowledge I don’t believe it was, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Where was it charged? 

Mr. Woodner. It was probably charged to the Jonathan W^oodner 
Co. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know who it was charged to? 

Mr. Woodner. No, exactly, no, I do not know. 

The Chairman. How do you know it was not charged to it ? 

Ml’. Woodner. I say I do not know. I don’t expect it to be so. 

Mr. Simon. In any event, we can expect it to be charged to the 
Woodner project here? 

Mr, Woodner. Not the $30,000. There is a question as to how a 
charge should be made to a company who engages in efforts, through 
a project, when the project does not become a reality. There is a cost. 
It is paid to somebody. There should be some allocation of that cost 
in the total of the compan 3 ^’s efforts. 

Mr. Simon D. Worth Clark is a foniier Senator from Idaho: is he 
not? 


Mr. Woodner. I believe so. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know who Gloria Leduine is ? 

Mr. Woodner. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. One of the checks to Mr. Clark I have here in the 
amount of $6,500 was endorsed to Gloria Leduine, trustee. Do you 
know who that person is? 

Mr. Woodner, I do not know, sir. 

Mr. Simon. As a matter of fact, two of them. The other is $3,450. 
They total $9,950. It went to Gloria Leduine, trustee, 
u ‘ ^ 4on’t know her, sir. I have never heard of her, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know why he would have turned over that 
§9,900 to that person ? 

Mr. Woodner. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Could it have been $9,000 some dollars you ^ave 
nun to pay out an option on land ? ^ 

Mr. AYoodner. I don’t know, sir. 

The Chairman. You just don’t know? 

T. O'Connell, who got 

§'i4.r91. Who is Mr. O Connell ? ° 

Mr. Woodner. Mr. O’Connell is a detective. 

Mr. Simon. What did Mr. O’Connell do for $44,000 ? 

Mr Woodner. He was engaged for a period of quite some time, 18 
months, 2 years or so. I am not certain of the time which, when we 
were involved in a lawsuit by my former wife. ’ 

Mr. Simon. You mean marital litigation ? 

Mr. Woodner. It originated with that, and in the early stages of 

wpH fii sued, and its various assets were under, 

Tat A • ^'oi’porations in which she had had an interest and which 
she had assigned were then being litigated as to her rights. 
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Mr. Simon. You and your wife liad some marital litigation? 

Mr. WooDNER. Yes. She also had been a stockholder in all the cor- 
porations, and like in the District of Columbia, the land rights which 
1 had and in the process of that we liad to defend that suit. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. O’Coiiuell was hired to check on your wife? 

Mr. WooDNER. He was — the purpose was to defend the suit in the 
best manner we could, and 

Mr. Simon. What did Mr. O’Connell do? What did he do, he 
personally? 

Mr. WooDNER. He did the functions of a detective, I would say. 

Mr. Simon. What did he do as a detective ? 

Mr. Woodner. I wasn’t there with him. 

Mr. Simon. What did you think he did when you paid him $44,000? 
Was that for anything other than trailing your wife ? 

Mr. Woodner. He got such information as necessary for us to 
defend our suit. 

The Chairman. I think that is sufficient. 

Mr. Simon. Who is Timmann, or Heintz and Timmann ? 

Mr. Woodner. Heintz and Timmann? That name is not familiar 
to me. 

Mr. Simon. A goodly number of the checks to O’Connell were en- 
dorsed to Heintz and Timmann. 

Mr. Woodner. That means nothing to me, sir. 

Mr. Simon. It means nothing to you ? 

Who is George Morton ? 

Mr. Woodner. George Morton was one of his associates. 

Mr. Simon. You paid George Morton $17,709. 

What was that for ? 

Mr. Woodner. As I was about to comment, further, on Mr. O’Con- 
nell, was that we had had jobs in various parts of the countryj we re- 
quired — there had been considerable stealing and theft going on, 
especially during the war years, and we used them in addition to cut 
down the thefts. It may be one of the explanations why many of our 
projects did not make money. 

Mr. Simon. You are talking about O’Connell now? 

Mr. Woodner. O’Connell was the head man. He had a couple of 
assistants underneath him who worked with him. 

Mr. Simon. Was one Morton? 

Mr. Woodner. One was Morton. 

Mr. Simon. Was another Sand? 

Mr. Woodner. Sand was the other. 

Mr. Simon. Sand got $19,000 ? 

Mr. Woodner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. $290. 

The three of them got $80,000. Was that all for defending the law- 
suit of your wife ? 

Mr. Woodner. No. It was part — part of it was for the surveillance 
wuth reference to our projects in which there was thefts going on. 

Mr. Simon. How much was surveillance of the properties and how 
much of it was for your wife’s lawsuit ? 

Mr. Woodner. I cannot determine that, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Maybe I can help you. O’Connell was paid $26,000 in 
1950. 
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That is the year your litigation with your wife was going on, wasn't 
it? Wasn’t it 1950 and 1951 that you had this litigation with your 

wife? 

Mr. WoODNER. From 1949, 1950, and 1951. 

Mr. Simon. O’Connell got his full $44,000 in 1950 and 19.51 '? 

Mr. AVoodner. Yes. That is when the company was being sued 
for the return of its shares and assets. 

Mr. Simon. And Morton got his — got $9,200 in 1950, and $8,200 in 
1951 . Is that for the same purpose ? 

Mr. WooDNER. They worked together, I believe. 

Mr. Simon. And Sand got $7,700 in 1950, and $11,500 in 1951. 

Mr. AYoodner. If that is what the records show. 

Mr. Simon. The total was $80,000 in the 2 years to the 3 of them. 
Wasn’t that service all in connection with your wife’s divorce suit? 
Mr. WooDNER. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Were they doing both jobs at the same time? 

Mr. WooDNER. No. It started — ^they cannot do both jobs at the 
same time in a period of 2 years. It started originally as I have ex- 
plained to you. 

Mr. Simon. It started what ? 

Mr. WooDNER. Originally as I explained to you, at the initiation of 
our marital difficulties. 

Mr. Simon. I am talking now about 1950 and 1951 because in those 
2 years alone you paid them $80,000. 

Mr. AVoodner. Tliose happen to have been the 2 years in which we 
were doing our greatest amount of construction, approximately $25 
million worth of work. 

Mr. Simon. Did they render you invoices ? 

Mr. WooDNER. I don’t believe so. 

Mr. Simon. They never rendered you invoices? 

Mr. WooDNER. I don’t think so. 

Mr. Simon. How would you know how to pay them ? 

Mr. WooDNER. It was somewhat on a weekly or amount of work 
he was doing. 

Mr. Simon. Well, now, what about the Shinder Bureau of Inves- 
tigation ? 

Mr. WooDNER. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. AYhat were they hired for ? 

Ml’. WooDNER. Part of the same type of thing. 

Mr. Simon. In connection v>dth your wifef 
Mr. WooDNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. How much were they paid ? 

Mr. Woodner. I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know ? 

Mr. Woodner. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. $50,000 ? 

Mr. Woodner. I don’t believe so. 

Mr. Simon. $25,000? 

Mr. Woodner. I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know? They were paid $7,000 that was 
charged to the Kock Creek Plaza job. and many other thousands of 
dollars charged to you personally, Is that right? 

Mr. Woodner. I do not know, sir. I don’t know what the records 
shows, sir. 
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Mr. Simon. How is that, ? 

Mr. WooDNER. I don’t know what the record shows. 

Mr. Simon. The record shows, Mr. Woodner, that $87 of detective 
fees in 1950 and 1951 was ciiarjjed to the construction costs on the 
Woodner Plotel or the Woodner Apartment House. 

Mr. Woodner. I don’t know whether they have been or not, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know ? 

Mr. Woodner. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You would agree that is not a proper item of cost? 

Mr. Woodner. It v ould be more of a proper item of charge to the 
company itself which had many projects and different types of assets to 
defend. 

Mr. Simon. Do you consider that the costs of defending your wife’s 
divorce suit was a proper cost of construction to the projects? 

Mr. Woodner. It is a difficult question to answer, because you get 
involved there, with the basic company who was doing many things 
and it has, like any company has, overhead costs of one kind or an- 
other, legal, secretarial, or whatever it might be. Someplace along 
the line somebody has to determine, and generally, it is determined, 
how to allocate general costs into the various parts of its total opera- 
tion. 

Mr. Simon. Now Arthur M. Chaite — how much money did you pay 
him during this period of time? 

Mr. Woodner. Which period of time, sir? 

Mr. Simon. From the time he got out of FHA until today. How 
much money did you pay Mr. Chaite? 

Mr. Woodner. 'Whatever the records will show, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know how much you paid him ? 

Mr. Woodner. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t? 

Mr. Woodner. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you pay him $15,000 in 1946 ? 

Mr. Woodner. I don’t believe there was a payment to him. I 
think it was more in the term of an advance or a loan. It was in con- 
nection with a purchase of a woodworking plant which he was con- 
templating buying with others at that time. 

Mr. Simon. Did he actually get that $15,000? 

Mr. Woodner. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did he get another $5,000 in connection with that wood- 
workingplant? 

Mr. Woodner. I am not certain, sir. Wliatever my records will 
show. 

Mr. Simon. Did he actually cash that $15,000 check? 

Mr. Woodner. I believe so. I am not certnin, but I believe so. 

Mr. Simon. He denies that he cashed the $15,000 check. 

Mr. Woodner. I am not certain. I do know there was, I believe, 
a payment 

The Chairman. He testified he gave it back to you without cashing 
it. 

Mr. Woodner. First of all, this is — first of all, this is in 1947. I 
know the project — 1946, rather — I know that there was a mixup among 
ourselves according to our understanding as to my rights or interest 
in the thing, and there was, I believe we did get most of the money 
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back, if our records show it, sir. I am not certain of the exact figures 
on that. 

Mr. Simon. On August 31, 1946, you gave him a check on the Seat 
Pleasant Bank for $15,000? 

Mr. WooDNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The check shows loan on Taggerts Valley Wood Prod- 
ucts agreement, is that right? 

Mr. WooDNER. If that is what the check shows. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever get that money back ? 

Mr. WooDNEit. I don't remember, sir. I believe that the records will 
show some sort of 

Mr. Simon. Did Mr. Chaite ever represent you as a lawyer ? 

Mr. WooDNER. I have just been speaking to Mr. Williamson here, 
who is a little more familiar with this, that we got most of it back and 
a note for the balance. 

Mr. Simon. Did Mr. Chaite ever represent you as a lawyer? 

Mr. WooDNER. I would hardly say as a lawyer. He aided in one 
situation when we were negotiating a loan with the Air Force. 

Mr. Simon. On December 6, 1950, you paid him $20,000 and charged 
it to legal fees — legal expenses. What was that for ? 

Mr. WooDNER. Well, we were at that time very much interested in 
the future housing in other different cities. We had a great faith in 
the future of our country, and I went into various cities for the 
purpose 

Mr. Simon. Wliat did Mr. Cliaite do for the $20,000 in legal fees ? 

Mr. WooDNER. I am about to tell you, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Tell me what he did if you will, not you. 

Mr. WooDNER. That is the only way I can tell you, that he, with 
me, I would say then, or he alone, aided in securing and analyzing and 
surveying and concluding many purchases of land and real estate in 
various cities of the country. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat did he do for the $20,000 you gave him on Decem- 
ber 6, 1950, charged to legal expense ? 

Mr. Woodner. It was on account I would say. 

Mr. Simon. Account of what ? 

Mr. Woodner. On account of these various activities that I men- 
tioned to you. 

Mr. Simon. Did he ever send you a bill for it ? 

Mr. Woodner. I don’t believe so. 

Mr. Simon. How do you know what project to charge it to ? 

Mr. Woodner. If you move along, you see what activities are taking 
place, and there was a great sizable amount of work going on at the 
time, :i sizable amount of activity, and I certainly didn’t feel it was 
improper that it should be done. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t have any idea what that was in payment of ? 

Mr. Woodner. The fact is that this wasn't an employer-employee 
relationship here. This was a relationship in which my two friends — 
that a project would be conceived and probably entered into, or de- 
pending upon the success or failure of the thing, a determination would 
then be made as to our relative contributions. 

The Chairman. You are talking about the $20,000 you paid him on 
dune 6, 1950? ^ . 

Mr. Woodner. I am talking about, sir, that is probably one of manv 
payments to him. I can’t isolate it. ^ 
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The Chairman. What did he do for you on July 2, 1951, whore you 
paid him $5,000 and charged it to a suspense account '(■ 

Mr. WooDNER. It might be involved as an expense because he was 
traveling all over the country for me. 

The Chairman. That is in 1950. Again in 1950, you paid him on 
August 7, $15,000, and then on October 12, you paid him $5,796 or in 
1950 you paid him a total of $41,000. 

Mr. WooDNER. That was in- connection with this purchase of real 
estate. 

Mr. Simon. Where did he purchase the real estate? Give \is one 
piece of real estate that he purchased — just one. 

Mr. WooDNER. San Francisco, Calif. 

The Chairman. Did you build something out there ? 

Mr. WooDNER. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Do you still own the real estate ? 

Mr. WooDNER. We sold it about a year or year and a half ago. 

The Chairman. Give us the location. 

Mr. WooDNER. San Francisco, corner of California Street, and— 
well, Taylor Street, I believe. 

The Chairman. What did you pay for it? 

Mr. WooDNER. A total of about — there were two pieces there, and 
there was a total of about $685,000 or so. 

The Chairman. Did you actually pay for it? 

Mr. WcoDNER. Oh, no. We paid part of it. 

The Chairman. How much did you pay do^vn ? 

Mr. WooDNER. I think the first piece was purchased with a down- 
payment of about $20,000, the balance in mortgage. 

The Chairman. Can we find the canceled checks on the $20,000 ? 

Mr. WcoDNER. I believe you can, sir. 

The Chairman. We can ? 

Mr. WooDNER. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Was that charged to suspense? 

Mr. Woodner. I don’t believe so. I am sure it was charged 

The Chairman. Will you bring in to us tomorrow the canceled 
checks of the $20,000 downpayment on this particular piece of land? 

Mr. Woodner. It might be a little more or less than $20,000. I will 
bring you the canceled checks. I will attempt to find for you the 
canceled checks. 

The Chairman. What other real estate did Mr. Chaito purchase for 
you for a fee of $41,000 ? 

Mr. Woodner. He purchased a parcel for us in Sacramento, Calif. 

The Chairman. Do vou still own that ? 

Mr. WroDNER. No. That was sold also. 

The Chairman. How much did you pay for that ? 

Mr. WcoDNER. I would say roughly $160,000 or so. I am not 
certain. 

The Chairman. What other piece of real estate di,d he buy for you? 

Mr. Woodner. He purchased a parcel of land for us in Baltimore, 
Md. 

The Chairman. How much did you pay for that? 

Mr. Woodner. I think the purchase price was around $350,000 
$400,000. 

The Chairman. Do you still own that? 

Mr. Woodner. No, sir. That was sold also. 
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Xhe Chaikman. Did you make a profit on all these pieces of real 
estate you sold ? 

Mi'. AVoodner. Not on all of them, sir. 

The Chairman. Isn't it a fact that each one of those purchases he 
made was purchased in your individual name ^ 

Mr. AVoodner. Very often a person purchases — I don’t know 
whether they used my name or my brother's. 

The Chairman. To use your money, purchased in your name, resold 
in your name, and profit made in your name ? 

Mr. AA^oodner. I believe all the purehases— am not certain of this, 
sir, but this is my general recollection. 

The Chairman. AA^e will check into the records. 

Mr. AA^oodner. JMay I answer it, please ^ It is a pertinent question. 
The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. AA^oodner. First, if it is bought in an individual’s name, and all 
of these weren’t — I am sure some of them were bought in the company 
name — that sometimes the purchaser doesn't like to sell it to a corpora- 
tion. They prefer to sell it to an individual. 

Secondly, I believe, and I know for a fact, that all the moneys 
tliat were either made on these projects, all the moneys went back 
into the total corporate interest. All the moneys went back into the 
total corporate interest, and I believe in most of these transactions, 
it was always considered. I am not absolutely certain. 

Mr. Simon. I think you will find, Mr. Woodner, if you check, the 
books will not bear you out. AA^hat happened is the company put up 
the money. The company got the money back, but the profits were 
credited to you personally. And the corporation didn’t get the profits. 
Mr. AA^oodner 

Mr. AVoodner. I am not certain of tlnit, sir. I can’t testify to it. 

I will say one thing, however, that^ 

Mr. Simon. Let me ask 

Air. AV'oodner. That the determination of that was completely 
left 

The Chairman. AVas that left to Mr. Granger ? 

Air. AVoodner. I don’t know whether Granger, bookkeeping staff or 
tax advisens. I am not certain how it was handled. All I know is this : 
That all the profits, earnings or losses, whatever they were, went into 
or out of our total corporate interest and they were used for the pur- 
pose of completing our obligation under FHA and very often at very 
great sacrifice. 

Air. Simon. I think you will find that is exactly the opposite of what 
happened, that you got the profits. 

Air. AA^oodner. If it is, it is a surprise to me. 

Mr. Simon. Your books showed you paid Chaite $75,000 and 
Chaite’s books showed he got rough] v $55,000. Can xmu explain the 
difference? 

Air. AA^oodner. Yes. I don’t want to explain it accurately, but in 
general a person can’t move all around the country, and acquire 
interest in these kind of parcels of land, without some expenditures of 
funds for travel, entertainment, many types of expenditures. 

Mr. Simon. The point I am trying to make is you have issued checks 
to Chaite which never got to Chaite, or at least were never cashed bv 
hnn. 
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Mr. WooDNER. Perhaps he considered them as expense in his ac- 
counts and on our accounts they were expenditures. 

Mr. Simon. I am not going into the question of liow he considered 
them for his income-tax purposes. I am merely talking about check 
you issued to him which his books don’t show he received. I will be 
specific if it will help. On October 12, 1950, you issued check No. 
A-6048, to Chaite, for $5,796.50, and in 1950, Chaite, the whole year, 
Chaite shows no check anywhere near that amount. In fact he shows 
2 checks from you in the whole year, 1 for $15,000 and 1 for $20,000, 
but he does not show a check for $5,796.40. Can you explain that? 

Mr. WooDNER. No, sir. 1 cannot explain that. 

Mr. Simon. I might add that check was charged to suspense. 

Mr. WooDNER. Probably because it was an indetermi nate matter. 

Mr. Simon. I might add that the check was endorsed by Chaite and 
then a second endorsement on the check is J. R. Stuckey. Who is 
J.R. Stuckey? 

Mr. WooDNER. He is one of our employees. 

Mr. Simon. One of your employees ? 

Mr. WcoDNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. TVIiy would you be issuing a check to Chaite charging 
it to suspense, having Chaite endorse it, and then have the final en- 
dorsement be one of your employees and the check does not show on 
Chaite’s books ? 

Mr. WooDNER. I would not know how to explain that, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You just can’t explain that ? 

Mr. WooDNER. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Going back to this list, who is Samuel Block ? 

Mr. WocDNER. Samuel Block is a public-relations person. 

Mr. Simon. What did he do for $17,000 charged to the Woodner? 
I am sorry, $10,000 charged to the Woodner ? 

Mr. W ooDNER. Was it $1 0,000, sir ? 

Mr. Simon. $10,732. 

Mr. Williamson. Wliat list is that, Mr. Simon ? 

Mr. Simon. The list that the General Accounting Office prepared 
for us. 

Mr. Williamson. What page? 

Mr. Simon. Schedule A, the first page. Wliat did Mr. Block do 
for the $10,732 ? 

Mr. Woodner. Mr. Block was a public-relations person. 

Mr. Simon. What did he do for that money ? 

Mr. Woodner. Well, what a public relations person does. You en- 
gage them to — that is a big question actually 

The Chairman. That is a good question. 

Mr. Woodner. It is a general question. I can’t answer any better 
than that. 

Mr. Simon. Let’s be more specific. Public relations people cover 
everything from getting your picture in the Sunday newspapers to 
maybe passing out money to places that it will do the most good. 

Mr. Woodner. I can assure you the latter is absolutely not true. It 
is absolutely untrue. 

Mr. Simon. I am just asking you. 

Mr. Woodner. First, I came to the conclusion it was (juite unpro- 
ductive and that is why our monthly agreement was terminated. 
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Mr. Simon. I am asking you what Mr. Block did for this $10,000 

that was charged to the Woodner project? 

Mr. AVoodner. First I didn’t know it was charged to the Woodner 
project, because it was a service to the Jonathan AVoodner Co., gener- 
ally, and 

Mr. Simon. AVhat were the services? 

Air. AVoodner. AA^ell, advising ns if he knows of any new type of 
work that is going to develop, building u]> our relations with the 
press, or people, or at one time there was a concept that I think there 
was a centennial celebration was being contemplated. He had done a 
lot of that t^qie of work in the New York AA^orld's Fair. He certainly 
would have been qualified for that type of work here. 

In other words, I can quite say it was incomplete and unproductive. 
I have no specific information. 

The Chairman. Most anybody^ in public relations and advertising 
work is like that. 

Mr. Simon. Who is James Hints? 

Mr. AA'oodner. An attorney. 

Mr. Simon. Wdiat did he do for $14,700? 

Mr. AA^oodner. He was our attorney. 

Air. Simon. Did he ever send you a bill ? 

Mr. AVoodner. If 

Mr. Simon. Did he ever send you a bill, Mr. AA’^oodner? 

Air. AVoodner. I believe he did send us a bill sometime, but I don’t 
remember that amount. 

Mr. Simon. AVhat did the bill say he did for the money you paid 
him? 

Air. Woodner. He was our original attorney on our Chanute Field 
project. 

Air. Simon. He was the attorney in the Chanute Field project? 

Mr. AVoodner. Yes. I think he was the attorney of record on our 
Chanute Field project. 

Air. Simon. Why was his fee charged to the Washington project? 

Mr. Woodner. Probably at that time we did not have a project, 
(hanute Field had not become a reality. It was in the sphere of appli- 
cations, and representations. 

Air. Simon. Was this total fee paid for the Chanute Field project? 

Air. Woodner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. $5,000 went to Daniel J. Hanlon. 

Mr. Woodner. $5,000? 

Mr. Simon. Wliat was that for ? 

Mr. AVoodner. He was an attorney. 

Air. Simon. What did he do for the $5,000 ? 

Mr. Woodner. I don’t remember. What date was that, sir? 

Air. Simon. 1950, he got 

Air. Woodner. AAHiat date in 1950? It is rather significant. 

Mr. Simon. May and June. 

Mr. Woodner. What is that? 

Air. Simon. He got $2,500 on May 9, 1950, and he got $2,500 on 
June 1, 1950. 

Air. Woodner. First, as I understand 

The Chairman. I might say this. Unless you delivered the can- 
celed checks from Mr. Granger’s New York office, those two checks 
tire still missing. 
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Mr. WooDNER. I don’t believe we delivered those checks. 

The CiiAiii^tAN. Did you deliver those two checks, Mr. Grander tn 
our people today ? ’ 

Mr. Granger. I don't believe so. 

!Mr. Simon. Then those chocks arc missing. 

Mr. WooDNER. That was period of time incidental!}!^ in which I had 
made my decision as to which I wanted to protect, my businei-s or 
home. I decided to protect my home in that period. \ don’t know 
the specific reason why Dan Hanlon was paid, but as i undei’stand 

and I am advised, it was to the Jonathan Woodner Co., and 

Mr. Simon. Wliat did 

Mr. Woodner. And distributed over all our projects. 

Mr. Simon. What did Mr. Hanlon do for the $5,000? 

Mr. Woodner. I do not know, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Why did you pay him $5,000 ? 

Mr. Woodner. I believe the company paid him, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t you have anything to do with it? 

Mr. Woodner. I explained to you very shortly, just a moment be- 
fore this, sir, what I was doing at that moment. 

Mr. Simon. I would like to just have you tell me 

Mr. Woodner. I told you what I was doing at that moment. 

Mr. Simon. What did Mr. Hanlon do for the $5,000 ? 

Mr. Woodner. He was an attorney for us. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat did he do for it? What did he do for it? 

Mr. Woodner. I do not recollect. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have any idea how he was representing you or 
what he was representing you in connection with? 

Mr. Woodner. I do not recollect, sir. 

The Chairman. The gentleman doesn’t recollect. 

Mr. Simon. Was it in connection with your marital troubles? 
Mr. Woodner. I do not recollect, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did he ever represent you in anything other than your 
marital troubles? 

Mr. Woodner. I do not recollect, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know his middle initial ? 

Mr. Woodner. I think you mentioned it, sir. 

Mr. Simon. I was wondering whether you recollected that. 
Who are John and Mary Finn? 

Mr. Woodner. John and Mary Finn are a couple who were farmers. 
Mr. Simon. What did they do for $5,000 ? 

Mr. Woodner. They sold me some land. 

Mr. Simon. Sold you some land? 

Mr. Woodner. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. When did they sell you the land ? 

Mr. Woodner. T\Hiat date does the check show? 

Mr. Simon. When did they sell you the land ? 

Mr. Woodner. It is probably more than one parcel there, because it 
was a release from a farm that they sold us and we took over part. 
Mr. Simon. I might add that check is missing from the hies. 

Mr. Woodner. I know whe-re it was used, for the purchase of a proj- 
ect known as Fen wood Apartments, of which you have a record there. 
Mr. Simon. Who is Joseph Macy? 

Mr. Woodner. Joseph Macy is my brother-in-law. 

Mr. Simon. What did he get $3,700 for ? 
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Hr. WooDNER. He works for the company. 

Hr. Simon. Is that salary? 

Hr. WooDNER. 1 don’t know what it was for, whether it was salary. 

Hr. Simon. We have a $3,700 check to him in January of 1950, 
and tliere is no indication of what it was for and it is charged to 
suspense. 

Hr. ^VooDNER. Well, it probably should have been distributed over 
the various projects, because he works for the company, and all the 
activities we do. 

Hr. Simon. Does he get $3,700 a week salary? 

Mr. WooDNER. No. That might have been in the term, sort 

Mr. Simon. In what? 

Mr. 'WooDNER. In the term of sort of a bonus at the end of the year 
or something of that nature. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know what it was for ? 

Mr. WooDNER. My recollection is it was for a purpose something 
like that because of the date 5^011 mentioned. He normally gets a 
straight salary. 

Mr. Simon. The date was January 31, 1950. 

Mr. AVoodner. Perhaps by that time we made the allocation. 

Mr. Simon. But you don't know what else it was for ? 

Mr, AVoodner. No, sir; other than generally speaking, a compensa- 
tion for effort. 

Mr. Simon. Who is Murrav Gurfein? 

« 

Mr. AA^oodner. .Vn attorney. 

Mr. Simon. What did he do for $5,000 ? 

Mr. AA^oodner. He was an attorney that represented me and my com- 
pany. 

Mr. Simon. AATliat did he do for the money ? 

Mr. AVoodner. He was just an attorney. We paid him for his at- 
torney's fe^s and advice. 

Mr. Simon. What did he do? 

The Chairman. You have been kind of a sucker for attorneys and 
detectives, haven’t you ? 

Mr. WooDNER. I have, sir. 

Mr. Simon. AA^as that in connection with your marital problems? 

Air. AA^oodner. My marital problems and business problems were 
completely intertwined because it was a family business. 

Air. Simon. I merely asked you if the $5,000 to Murray Gurfein was 
in connection with your marital problems? 

Air. AVoodner. I would say both. 

Air. Simon. Did he send you a bill? 

Air. AVoodner. I believe so. 

Air. Simon. AAHiat did the bill say ? 

AIr..WooDNER. Services rendered, I suppose. 

Air. Simon. Where is the bill? 

Air. AV ooDNER. I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Is it in the files of the company? 

Mr. WooDNER. It may be. 

Air. Simon. Tlie auditors couldn’t find it. 

Air. WooDNER. It may be in the New York office. 

Air. Simon. It may be where ? 

Mr. WoODNER. I wouldn’t attempt to gue.ss where a bill is. 
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Mr. Simon. You were served with a subpena to produce all the rec- 
ords of the company. 

Mr. WooDNER. I think we extended ourselves immeasurably in pro, 
ducing in the Woodner a terrifying mass of materials in a very, very 
short time, enough to fill at least four rooms. 

Mr. Simon. You haven’t produced the bill for Murray Gurfein. 

Mr. Woodner. I tried to produce them all, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Who is George Greenberg? 

Mr. Woodner. I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know? 

Mr. Woodner. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Why would he get $1,000 ? 

Mr. Woodner. I wouldn’t know, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t even know who he is? 

Mr. Woodner. I don’t remember him, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Who is Jerome Menkis? 

Mr. Woodner. Jerome Menkis was a finder. 

Mr. Simon. A finder ? 

Mr. Woodner. Yes, sir. That is a term, I believe, he used. 

Mr. Simon. What did he find for $9,000 ? 

Mr. Woodner. As I answered last night, he found me the oppor- 
tunity’^ of losing a million dollars in cash. 

The Chairman. What? 

Mr. Woodner. Of losing a million dollars in cash on the Chanute 
Field project. 

Mr. Simon. Why would that $9,000 be charged to the Woodner here 
in Washington? 

Mr. Woodner. Well first, it was, again, one of these charges that 
should have been charged probably to the operation of our company 
and at that time since the Chanute Field project had not become a 
reality it was put in the same category as any charge to a company 
in its initial phases of doing work. 

Mr. Simon. Who is Alvin Wallace? 

Mr. Woodner. Alvin Wallace? 

Mr. Simon. Yes ;• Alvin T. Wallace. You never heard of him? 

Mr. Woodner. It means nothing to me. 

Mr. Simon. You never heard of him? 

Mr. Woodner. It means nothing to me. 

Mr. Simon. You wouldn’t know why he did get a check? 

Mr. Woodner. Not offhand. 

Mr. Simon. Who is Benjamin Curran? 

Mr. Woodner. He is also a detective; well-known one. 

Mr. Simon. Did he work on your marital problems ? 

Mr. Woodner. He was for the first week or so. It was the marital 
which involved the company as well as myself. 

Mr. Simon. Who is Frank Swanson? 

Mr. Woodner. I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Never heard of him? 

Mr. Woodner. I don’t recollect him. 

Mr. Simon. You wouldn’t know why he would get a check from lliu 
company charged to suspense? 

Mr. Woodner. 1 wouldn’t know, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Who is Keith Morgan? 
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Mr. WooDXER. Keith Morgan was the owner of a house in Long 
Island. 

Mr. SrMON. Why would he get a check from the company charged 
to suspense? 

Mr. WooDNER. I don’t know, sir. I don’t believe it should have 
been, sir. It should have been charged to my personal account because 
I lived in that house. 

Mr. Simon. Who is Dick Pines ? 

Mr. WooDNER. He was a rental agent for Jonathan Woodner Co., 


I believe. 

Mr. Simon. Why would he get a check charged to suspense? 

Mr. Woodner. It shouldn’t have been. I think it should have been 
charged to the company for which he worked. That was the Crest- 
Tvood. He worked on two projects, Fenwood and Crestwood. 

Mr. Simon. Who is Peter Kusack? 

Mr. Woodner. Peter Kusack was a friend of mine whom the com- 
pany had loaned something like $1,500 or so, and for which we have 
a note and for wdiich it has never been able to be collected. There was 
no other reason other than a friend who needed it, was very hard up. 

Mr. Simon. Wlio was Charles Swenson ? 

Mr. Woodner. I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know him? 

Mr. Woodner. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know why he should get a check? 

Mr. Woodner. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Who is Audry Liss? 

Mr. Woodner. Audry Liss is a cousin of mine, who is a writer, 
worked for the National Infantile — National Foundation for Infan- 
tile Paralysis, and who was hired up, and I may have let her take, 
as a loan, a few hundred dollars or so. 

Mr. Simon. And charged that up to the Woodner cost of construc- 
tion? 

Mr. Woodner. Well, I don’t believe it should have been, sir. I 
believe it should have been to a general expense, to either me or the 
company. 

Mr. Simon. Who is Charles Gold? 

Mr. AVoodnkr. Charles Gold; that is one of the things. Senator, 
you asked us to look into, sir. 

The Chairman. I asked you to look into that. Wiat is the answer? 

Mr. Woodner. Charles Gold & Son, Charles Gold & Son — ^the check 
was Charles Gold & Co. I had a chance to examine the check. It 
was endorsed by Charles Gold & Co. 

The Chairman. IVliat was it for? 

Mr. Woodner. It was Christmastime. I think it was a gift. 

The Chairman. Charles Gold got a check December 21 for $500 
and then Charles Gold, on January IT, another check for $400, and 
Frank Gold, on January 2, got on the same day 2 checks for $800 
each, or a total of $1,600 and $900— about $2,500 in a period of 3 
weeks. What was that for? 

Mr. Woodner. The two Charles Golds are probably for the same 
eompany, Charles Gold & Co. 

The Chairman. What was the purpose of the checks?; 

Mr. Woodner. For Christmas gifts. 

The Chairman. IWiat about Frank Gold? 
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Mr. 'VVooDNER. Frank Gold, incidentally, as I noted here, there is a. 
duplication here. That was one check and it was a mistake. 

Mr. Simon. What was their business ? 

Mr. WooDNEit. I cloiiT know Frank Gold. 

The Chaiiuvian. Why would they be round numbers like $500 and 
$400. If you bought merchandise at least you wouldn’t come out 
exactly $800, would it? 

Mr. Wooi).\p;r. Mo. I thinly it was a particular item which cost 
$500. 

Mr. Simon. What was the business of Charles Gold ? 

Mr. WooDNER. I think they are manufacturing jewelei*s. 

Mr. Simon. And what did you buy for $500 ? 

Mr. WooDNER. The company made me a Christmas gift. 

The Chairman. A watch? 

Mr. WooDNER. It wasn’t a watch. It was an engraved case. We 
were doing a lot of work at the time. We thought we had some 
money. 

The Chairman. Was there a number of these things, to give to 
other people? 

Mr. WooDNER. No. One of them was for, I think the $500 one was 
for myself. 

Mr. Simon. You for $900? 

Mr. WooDNER. No, $500. 

Mr. Simon. What were the other four ? 

Mr. WooDNER. I don’t know about the other four. 

Mr. Simon. What about the $400 and the $800 ? 

Mr. WoODNER. The $800 I don’t know. That was for Frank Gold, 
and I don’t know that one. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know who Frank Gold is? 

Mr. WooDNER. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You don't know why he got a check from your 
company ? 

Mr. WOODNER. No, sir. 

The Chairman. He got two checks. 

Mr. WooDNER. No. That was a duplication, sir. That was one 
check. 

The Chairman. They got different check numbers here — you are 
right. They are the same numbers. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know who he is? 

Mr. WooDNER. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know why he should get a check? 

Mr. WooDNER. I did as you suggested, Senator, I put in quite a few 
telephone calls to trace down Charles Gold because that was the name 
you mentioned last night, and I did check into that. 

The Chairman. You couldn’t find what Frank Gold, $800, was for? 

Mr. WooDNER. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Where does Frank Gold live? 

Mr. WooDNER. I don’t know. 

The Chairman. You just don’t know. No records and nobody in 
your business has the slightest idea who Frank Gold is or why the 
check for $800? 

Mr. WooDNER. I took the trouble to do as you instructed last night 
to check into Charles Gold, which I made quite a bit of effort to do, 
and that is what I found out. 
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The Chairman. Frank Gold you can’t find anything on ? 

Hr. WooDNER. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Are you sure there was such a person ? 

Hr. WooDNER. Unless they were associated in the same business. I 
don’t know, sir. 

Hr. Simon. Mr. Woodner, on this same list, on page A-16, that your 
lawyer has, there are 5 checks totaling $14,500 to cash, charged to the 
suspense account, and they are missing from the files. What are 
llieyfor? 

Hr. Woodner. I don’t know, sir. I have written a letter inciden- 
tally to the Riggs National Bank. I called them yesterday, to try to 
find out what they were. The bank advises that their man in charge 
of that was engaged with this particular committee, and I therefore 
wrote them a letter and requested photostatic copies of those particular 
checks. 

Mr. Simon. How do you expect to get the bank to tell you what 
they are for ? 

Hr. Woodner. Well, first you asked if they were missing, and that 
would be one way of bringing that part to the surface. 

The Chairman. The bank will show just what the record shows, 
ihiit they were for cash and the date. 

Hr. AVoodner. That is right, sir. 

The Chairman. That won’t help you to discover what they were 
for. 

Mr. Woodner. At least they wouldn’t be missing from the file any 
more. 

Hr. Simon. Who are Gainsburg, Gottlieb, et al ? 

Hr. Woodner. Gainsburg, Gottlieb, Levitan & Cole are attorneys. 
Hr. Simon. Wliat did they do for $7,700? 

Mr. AYoodner. They were the attorneys in connection with the 
marital and business matter, and which we were being sued by my 
ex-wife. 

Hr. Simon. That was charged to the cost of construction of the 
Woodner ? 

Hr. Woodner. Part was. Part was charged to my personal ac- 
count, I believe. 

Hr. Simon. $7,765 was charged to the cost of construction. What 
was— was there an additional bill to that? 

Mr. Woodner. As I say, that charge, again, was a charge of. I 
believe against the general interests of all of our companies which 
were being under suit at the time. 

Mr. Simon. L. N. Rosenbaum & Son: Who were they? 

Hr. Woodner. L. N. Rosenbaum & Son were, they acted as brokers 
negotiating some loans for us. 

Mr. Simon. What did they do for their $1,500? 

Mr. Woodner. They negoitated a loan for us. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have an invoice or any supporting statement 
to show why they got that money? 

Mr. Wo »DNER. I believe so. I think I know the transaction. I 
njmember it. 

Mr. Simon. Where is the invoice? 

Mr. Woodner. I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Who is Richard Kelly? 

Mr. Woodner. Richard Kelly is a little expoi’l. 

00(JUO— 54_pt. 4 47 
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Mr. SiJtoN. A little expert? 

Mr. WooDNER. Expert, or consultant, whatever you might say. 

Mr. Simon. Why would he get $500 with no supporting statement? 

Mr. WooDNER. I think we have gotten a lot of supporting state- 
ments. We still owe him some money. 

Mr. Simon. Who is Marshall, Brighton & Klein ? 

Mr. WooDNER. They are attorneys for one of the lenders that loaned 
us some money on collateral, which we put up in order to place ad- 
ditional funds to complete our projects. 

Mr. Simon. Who are Loshan & Lazarus? 

Mr. WooDNER. They are real-estate attorneys in New York City 
that have handled several of our closings on FHA and other real- 
estate matters. 

■.Mr. Simon. What did they have to do with the Woodner apartment 
house? 

Mr. Woodner. I think it was, again, we get into the realm of gen- 
eral overhead and the Woodner Apartments being part of our total 
construction, a certain portion would be allocated to them. 

Mr. Simon. Who is Sidney Allen ? 

Mr. Woodner. Sidney Allen is an attorney also. 

Mr. Simon. l^Hiat did he do for $2,260 ? 

Mr. Woodner. He defended a suit against the title of one of our 
projects in Wilmington, Del., and probably his cost would be allo- 
ca4^ in the same fashion. 

Mr. Simon. Who are Goodwin, Rosenbaum, Mecham & Bailey? 

Mr. Woodner. They are attorneys. 

Mr. Simon. What did they do for $6,600 ? 

. Mr. Woodner. They are tax attorneys for our general company. 

Mr. Simon. Tax attorneys? 

Mr. Woodner, Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. They handled your tax problems? 

Mr. Woodner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Woodner, do you have a copy of this list, three 
pages long, of checks to cash ? 

Mr. Williamson. Wliich list is that? 

Mr. Simon. The list of checks drawn to cash, checks payable to 
cash, but no supporting data. Do you have a copy of that, Mr. Wood- 
ner ? Have you ever been shown that ? 

Mr. Woodner. Mr. Williamson may have it. 

Mr. Williamson. Is it among these papers, Mr. Simon ? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. Woodner, on January 5, 1951, 3 checks were drawn to cash, 
which are 3 consecutive numbers — 7912, 7913, and 7914. One check 
was for $300, one for $2,250, and one for $2,450. By odd coincidence 
they total up exactly $5,000. They were charged against you and 
they have three endorsements on the back. The first, E. Macy, second, 
W. Holladay, and third, Irving Stem. 

Do you know w'hat those check are for or who got that money ? 

Mr. Woodner. They were probably cashed for the purposes of the 
company. 

Mr. Simon. For what purpose? 

Mr. Woodner. General purposes. 

Mr. Simon. Would that include paying somebody $5,000 for ex- 
pediting something? 
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jlr. WooDNER. No, sir. I don’t know 

Hr. Simon. What are they for then ? 

Hr. WooDNER. What is that, sir 
Hr. Simon. What are they for? 

Hr. WooDNER. They were charged to my account for expenditures 
ffhicli I probably made. 

Hr. Simon. What were the expenditures ? 

Hi*. WooDNER. The general expenditures that I would have had in 
oiy personal, or business expenditures. 

Hr. Simon. Why would there be 3 checks in 1 day totaling exactly 
ftOOO? 

Mr. WooDNEK. I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Why would’t 1 check for $5,000 be drawn ? 

Mr. WooDNER. If the purpose was for one particular item, I think 
it would be mudi more natural it should be. 

Ifr. Simon. If they were for 3 separate items and you wanted to 
keep them separate, what were the purposes for the 3 of them ? 

Sr. Woodner. I cannot recollect now, sir. I think it would be 
futile for me to attempt to. 

Mr. Simon. Is there any record anywhere in the world that will 
show what that $5,000 was spent for? 

Mr. Woodner. Not that I know, sir. 

Mr. Simon. None at all? 

Mr. Woodner. Not that I know, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Don’t you keep records of what you do with corporate 
fluids in that amount? 

Mr. AVoodner. I believe these are personal funds. I am not certain. 
Ibeheve they are. 

Mr. Simon. Why were the checks signed first by Macy, then Holla- 
day, and finally by Stern, who were all three employees, aren’t they ? 
Mr. Woodner. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Why would the three of them be on it ? 

Mr. Woodner. I do not understand, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The next month you did the same thing again, you 
drew 2 checks for quite odd amounts, $2,442, $2,558, both on the same 
day. The checks are consecutive numbers, A-8651 and A-8652, and by 
sheer coincidence they total $5,000. What happened to that money ? 

Mr. Woodner. Probably for the same purpose. 

Mr. Simon. The same purpose? 

Mr. Woodner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was that purpose? 

Mr. Woodner. The purpose was probably myself or my business, sir. 
Mr. Simon. You don’t miow which? 

Mr. Woodner. Or both. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know what the business was? 

Mr. Woodner. Yes. I know what my business is, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the business for which these checks were 
drawn? 

Mr. Woodner. That was cash, sir, and it was cash for which I used 
neither my personal needs. They were charged to my account. 

The Chairman. Mr. Woodner, why would you have in 1 instance 
checks to make $5,000 on the same day and in another instance 2 
ws to make exactly $5,000 in the same day, and all the checks were 
by different emjiloyees in your employ? 
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Mr. WooDNER. I can’t explain, sir, because it seems like an odd Coin- 
cidence, but I am certain that it might have been that on that day 
something might have required a certain amount ; later on it mig£t 
have required another amount. 

The Chairman. Wliat is the business of this company ? They are 
made out to cash? 

Mr. WooDNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Woodner, on March 19, you drew a check to cash, 
and the only notation in your books is that it was to be charged to 
job X and it was for tlie round sura of $2,500. Isn’t job X your code 
name for the Woodner Hotel ? 

Mr. Woodner. I believe it is. 

Mr. Simon. What was the check for $2,500 drawn to cash and 
charged to job X? 

Mr. Woodner. I cannot recollect, sir, unless they needed some cash 
on the job, because every once in a while they ha ve to lay off some men. 

Mr. Simon. No idea? 

Mr. Woodner. All of a sudden. No ; I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Simon. We have another page of checks totaling $37,000, drawn 
to cash, which I understand the checks were missing, but most of them 
turned up this morning. There is no supporting data, and most of 
them are charged to exchange, and they are all in round numbers, with 
two exceptions. Wliat would those rliecks be for ? 

The Chairman. Where did you find these checks, in your office, Mr. 
Granger, in New York? 

Mr. Granger. No, sir. I believe the checks were found in the 1265 
room of the records rooms. 

The Chairman. Is that correct? 

Mr. Delmore. That is not the explanation we got. 

Mr. Newman. We were told by Mr. Pace, the Woodner representa- 
tive, for the record, that there would be 1265 ; the checks were for- 
warded by Marshall Granger & Co. and were received this morning. 

The Chairman. Why would you have those checks in New York, 
Mr. Granger? 

Mr. Williamson. If I m^ state off the record 

The Chairman. No, Mr. Granger, why would you have those checks 
in New York? I can understand why you might have all the checks 
for 1 month or 1 year, but here are checks of different dates, and pulled 
out, different numbers, and all to cash. Why would you be holding 
those in New York? 

Mr. Granger. The only checks that we had in New York, as I am 
told— I haven’t seen them, but I am told by the people in my employ 
that the only checks we had in New York were some checks which were 
voided in 1952. We prepared a journal entry because we found in 
1952 the checks had never been issued, and had never even been signed, 
and, therefore, were not proper outstanding items, so we said, “These 
should be canceled and voided,” and we made a journal entry, and we 
took the checks to support our journal entry. 

Then we found these checks — we were asked by the company people, 
Woodner people, for these checks, so we gave them to them. 

Tlie Chairman. What is your answer to that Mr. GAO ? 

Mr. Newman. That is my recollection of (he transaction. The star- 
tling thing about the tran.saction is the checks were issued in 1948, the 
journal entry appears in 1952. 
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The Chairman. What is the journal entry? 

Hr. Newman. The journal entry was wiping out the checks. The 
entry was a debit to the Riggs Bank or a cash account and credit to 
surplus. That is 4 years after the checks were issued. 

Hr. Simon. Were the checks actually issued? 

Hr. Williamson. They were never issued and signed. 

Hr. Newman. They were issued in the original books, the disburse- 
ment record of the company , as being disbursed. 

Hr. Simon. Were they disbursed? 

Mr. Newman. From what was just said, the checks were never 

stod. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have the checks ? 

Mr. Newman. 'The checks are up in room B-1265, of the Woodner 
Hotel. 

Mr. Simon. You have never seen them? 

Mr. Newman. I personally have not seen them. 

The Chairman. Will you see they are delivered to this desk tomor- 
row morning at 10 o’clock, these checks that were never signed? I 
would like to see them. 

Mr. Newman. Mr. Chairman, we can’t go from here to the men’s 
room with any records ; we can’t move out of that one office we have. 

The Chairman. Will you, Mr. Attorney, deliver those checks to us 
tomorrow morning? 

Mr. Williamson. I can deliver them to you this evening if you want 
them. 

The Chairman. I want them here tomorrow. 

Mr. WiixiAMsoN. Fine. We will bring them in. 

The Chairman. I want to see these checks that were pulled out that 
were not signed. 

Mr. Williamson. That is on this list that you gave us at the execu- 
tive hearing the other day. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Woodner, there is an item on November 8, 1949, a 
check for $2,000, no invoice in your files, and it is charged to promo- 
tion. What was being promoted for $2,000 ? 

Mr. Woodner. What year is that, sir? 

Mr. Simon. November 8, 1949, a check for the round sum of $2,000, 
charged to promotion. 

Mr. Woodner. I think the general term is travel and promotion. 
Mr. Simon. This one just says “promotion.” 

Mr. Woodner. That is probably 

Mr. Simon. What was being promoted for that round sum of $2,000 ? 
Mr. Woodner. I would sa}^ travel and promotion. 

Mr. Simon. Travel never comes out to a round sum like $2,000. 

Mr. Woodner. Well, sir, you will notice through the whole history 
or our company, that I have never taken, or given what some people 
CIO and many people do not do, and that is a weekly report of my travel 
or promotion, or entertainment to the company and get reimbursed 
on a weekly basis. This is 

Mr. Simon. Whether any of this money actually found its way to 
places it shouldn’t have gone, there is certainly nothing in your books 
to indicate where a lot of this cash went, isn’t that true? 

Mr. Woodner. If you will find during the period of time there that 
twas doing a great deal of traveling. I was doing a great deal of 
entertaining. We had some money at that time. I had been under 
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^eat emotional stress. I had taken a trip to Nassau. I probably! 
was spending more than I should. 

Mr. Simon. Was your trip to Nassau on company business? 

Mr. WooDNER. It was a trip in which — I had been under great emo- 
tional strain, you know. 

Mr. Simon. My question was whether it was on company business. 

Mr. WooDNER. Yes, sir. I would say it was for the benefit of the I 
company. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat was your business in Nassau ? 

Mr. WooDNER. Recuperating so I could protect the assets of my * 
company. 

Mr. Simon. I suppose in that case when you buy yourself a cot you 
charge that to the company on the basis you had a cold ? 

Mr. WooDNER. No, sir. This was a specific thing. I assure you had | 
T done it more often the company would not be in the distress it is at! 
the moment. 

Mr. Simon. Your theory is when your company spends money for 
you to recuperate that is a benefit to the company and therefore a 
proper charge against the company ? 

Mr. WooDNER. I know many large corporations which have country 
.places in which they send their executives. 

Mr. Simon. We are talking about the Woodner now. 

Mr. Woodner. Yes, sir, on that same theory. 

Mr. Simon, Going to this list of journal entries: On May 80, 1948, 
they credited you in a journal entry with $15,000, of which $10,000 
was to charge against the company travel and promotion. 

Do you have any itemized statement of what that travel and pro- 
motion consisted of? 

Mr. Woodner. I had been doing a fair amount of traveling. I lived 
in New York Citv. Most of my work was here. 

Mr. Simon. My question was whether you had any detailed state- 
ment as to what that travel and promotion was for ? 

Mr. Woodner. I don’t believe so, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t have any information as to how much was 
travel and how much was promotion ? 

Mr. Woodner. No, sir, but I think it was fully expended, if not 
more. 

Mr. Simon. Now, on December 31. 1949, they gave you a credit of 
$27,000 to clear a suspense account. What was that for ? 

Mr. Woodner. I have no idea. 

Mr. Simon. You have no idea whatsoever? 

Mr. Woodner. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. $27,000 charged to suspense, and you given a credit for 
it and vou don’t have any idea what it is for ? 

Mr. Woodner. That is the first time I have heard of it. 

Mr. Simon. The first time you heard of it? 

Mr. Woodner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. On December 31, 1950, they gave vou a credit of $31,000, 
and part of that was charged against cash exchange, and the reason 
given on the books is “to reclassify.” Why was $21,000 charged 
against cash exchange, and you given credit for it? 

Mr. Woodner. T have no idea, sir. 

Mr. Simon. No idea whatever?, 

Mr. Woodner. N<\ sir. 
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Mr. Simon. On the same day there was an agreement transferring 
about $800,000 back and forth, and it says “to transfer per agreement.” 
Is that a written agreement or oral agreement ? 

Mr. WooDNER. May I ask 

The Chairman. Would Mr. Granger know? You ought to know 
about that. 

Mr. Simon. Page 6, Mr. Granger. 

The Chairman. A large amount, $8,000? 

Mr. Simon. $800,000. 

The Chairman. It would be hard to forget $800,000. 

Mr. Simon. It is a total of several items which add up to about 
$800,000. 

Mr. Granger. I have looked into that the best I could in 24 hours, 
ami I understand that entry was made. The agreement was this 

Mr. Simon. My question is whether the agreement was oral or 
written. 

Mr. Granger. It was oral. 

Mr. Simon. An oral agi’eement, and who was the agreement be- 
tween ? 

Mr. Granger. It was between all of these corporations involved. 

Mr. Simon. They are all Mr. Woodner’s companies, aren’t they? 

Mr. Granger. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. So what you are saying, this was an agreement by Mr. 
Woodner with Mr. Woodner to make these changes ? 

Mr. Granger. I would like to ex]dnin. This is a vorv simple entry 
and I think I have the explanation. Up to the time of this entry, every 
corporation had had intercompany accounts with every other corpora- 
tion, so that with 85 different corporations, it was a case of too many 
intercompany accounts, so one of the employees of the company, in 
charge of the office, hit on the idea that from this point on, we would 
have one corporation act as the clearinghouse, so that there would be 
only one intercompany account on any company’s books. That would 
he with this clearinghouse corporation, so that this entry was simply 
transferring the balance so they all went into each company owed 
just one intercompany balance. That was with this clearinghouse 
company. 

The Chairman. Wlio was the clearinghouse company ? 

Mr. Granger. Empire Corp. 

The Chairman. That is a new one. We have to look into that one. 
That is the first time we heard that name. 

Mr. Granger. That is one of the affiliated companies. It was not 
anew company but it was decided that that was a company, that from 
abookkeeping standpoint it simplified things. 

Mr. Simon. How did it wind up with a credit of $79,000 ? 

Mr. Granger. That was the net amount of the balances transferred 
back and forth. It was simply for bookkeeping convenience. 

Mr. Simon. On the next page, we start with these items that we 
suggested to you the other night were given by your company and do 
aot appear on the books of the Woodner Co.; is that correct? 

Mr. Granger. Yes, sir. 

. Mr. Simon. Do the items shown on pages 7 through 11 consist of 
[terns that you have on your records but do not show on the Woodner 
books? 

Mr. Granger. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Simon. Why is that, Mr. Granger ? 

Mr. Granger. At the end of the year 1951, it was very late in the 
year and we were — we closed out tlie books. We did not make an audit 
of any kind in that year, but we did help to close the books for the pur- 
pose of getting the tax return out, and the State tax returns as fast as 
we could, and these entries were put in our working papers and when 
the work was finished they should have gone on the books of the com- 
pany. We asked them to put them on, but there were personnel 
changes and difficulties in the company and they didn’t get on. 

Mr. Simon. It was almost 3 years that had gone by? 

Mr. Granger. What happened was the company went ahead with 
the corrected balances of January 1, 1952, as shown by tax return, but 
for some reason, they have always been getting around to it but never 
have put the entries in there to close that gap. They have gone ahead ; 
with the correct balances hut never closed the gap. 

Mr. Simon. When you say they have gone ahead with the correct 
balances you mean they have gone ahead with the adjusted balances 
because of these entries ? 

Mr. Granger. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Have you checked the items on pages 11 and 9 to deter- 
mine whether that $117,000 isn’t in there twice ? 

Mr. Granger. I haven’t been able to satisfy myself on that. I have 
talked to the men from the GAO about it and I think we have an 
understanding that they — and they agree, I believe, that I would look 
into it a little further and I would say I agree with them or point out 
something to the contrary. 

The Chairman. It is simple, isn’t it, to know whether it is in twice 
or not ? 

Mr. Granger. No, sir. There are compounded entries. There may 
be further entries on the books of other companies bearing on this 
thing. I don’t know. I haven’t had a chance to look at me book. 

Mr. Simon. In the 48 hours since we gave you that list you luiven’t 
been able to check with that, to check whether that $117,000 is in twice 
or not ? 

Mr. Granger. No, sir. I think it would take 3 or 4 days to check it. 

Mr. Simon. What about this $281,000 that the GAO people say was 
put in by the company and credited ? 

The Chairman. T^ien you talk, Mr. Granger, will you talk into the 
microphone? Will you get another microphone for Mr. Granger? 

Mr. WooDNER. Take this one, sir. * 

Mr. Simon. What about the $281,000 item the GAO people say was | 
put in by the company and when it was returned it was credited to | 
W oodner personally ? 

Mr. Granger. I have talked to the GAO people about that and that 
is in the same category. I think they agree with me that I should 
have a chance to look into the thing and study it and tell them I agree 
with him, it is an error or I will point out something to the contrary. 

The Chairman. A pretty big order, $281,000. 

Mr. Granger. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Since Monday afternoon, you haven’t been able to check 
whether that is a $281,000 error ? 

Mr. Granger. I spent Monday morning in the GAO and I did a lot 
toward checking these on Tue.sday afternoon. This tnitry also takes 
a little time to check through. 
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jfr. Simon. Going back to page 7, the first of these entries gives 
iVoodner personally credit for $10,000. Then it says “to adjust ex- 
pense details, WP.” Does “WP” mean work papers ? 

Mr. Granger. Yes, sir. 

Mi*. Simon. What did Mr. Woodner do to get that $10,000 credit? 
Mr. Granger. That is one item I haven’t been able to find. I know 
we have it in our papers. Our office can’t find it in New York. 

Mr. Simon. You can’t find the justification for that $10,000 credit ? 

Mr. Granger. Not in this short time. I know we will find it. 

Mr. Simon. The next item incudes a credit of $27,414 to Mr. Wood- 
ner. Can you tell us the j ustification for that credit ? 

Mr. Granger. That credit and all the other items in that entry are 
transferring balances which occur on the books of Inwood Corp. 
They are the — they are simply transferring the balances over to J ona- 
Ihaii Woodner Co., Washington. 

Mr. SnuoN. What did Mr. Woodner do to get that $27,000 credit ? 

Mr. Granger. That I haven’t been able to get details of, but I will 
get them. It takes a little more time. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know what he did there for that ? 

Mr. Granger. No, sir. There may be a number of items on it. 

Mr. Simon. On the same day, you transferred to suspense $77,000. 
Or you credited suspense with $77,000; is that right ? 

Mr. Granger. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And among the people who got debited was Arthur 
Cliaite, got debited $5,000. What is the justification of that trans- 
action? 

Mr. Granger. This entry represents quite a large number of items, 
which had been charged in suspense and were in the suspense account, 
but at the end of the year, we analyzed the suspense account and ob- 
tained explanations as well as we could for the items, and classified 
them, taking them out of suspense and charging them where they 
thought they should be charged. 

Mr. Simon. My question is that Chaite, who was a lawyer for the 
company, or a broker for the company, got charged with $5,000 that 
you took out of the suspense. What was the justification for charging 
Chaite ? 

Mr. Granger. We found in the items charged to suspense $5,000 

paid to him, and this entry 

Mr. Simon. That shouldn’t have been paid to him ? 

Mr. Granger. No, sir. I don’t know whether it should have been 
paid, but in this entry we charged it against him as an account receiv- 
able from 

Mr. Simon. What I am trying to find out is if the money had been 
paid- 

Mr. Granger. This would indicate it had been paid. 

Mr. Simon. That means it shouldn’t have been paid to him ? 

Mr. Granger. No, sir. It indicated that he owed the money and 
should account for it or pay it back to the corporation. 

Mr. Simon. Did he pay it back to the corporation ? 

Mr. Granger. I am not familiar with the outcome of that, but I 
jnow we charged it against him in this way so it had to be accounted 
for by him in some way. 

. Mr. Simon. He was not an employee. He was somebody on the out- 
side? 
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Mr. Granger. That is right. . ^ * i 

Mr. Simon. Does that mean he got $5,000 he wasn’t supposed to get? 

Mr. Granger. Not necessarily. It means he got $5,000, and it would 
be repaid by him or he would send in a bill for it, or it could be dis- 
posed of in some w^. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Granger, when you made these entries the end of. 
December 1951, did they give you supporting data to justify the 
entries ? 

Mr. Granger. They gave us explanations of some kind, or answered 
the questions which we put to them, and we made up the entries the 
best we could. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have that supporting data in your files? 

Mr. Granger. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You do? 

Mr. Granger. We have. The papers are in New York and just 
what we have in each case differs, but we do have analyses and 
supporting data on this. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have the supporting data to show what each 
of these items was for? 

Mr. Granger. No, sir; not like this item of Arthur Chaite, I am 
sure. What we have on that is just a record as a $5,000 item and our 
questions were asked and they said to charge it against him and it 
will be explained later so it was carried that way. 

Mr. Simon. Is what you are saying they just said “credit this and 
debit that and we will tell you why later” ? Is that it ? 

Mr. Granger. No ; but in the case orf an item handled as an advance 
like that, it is a pending matter. It still — ^the final disposition hasn’t 
been made so it will be carried as an advance. 

Mr. Simon. What I am trying to find out is on each of the items 
on which Marshall Granger made these journal entries which have 
never been put on the books did they give you the supporting data 
for each entry? 

Mr. Granger. It would be impossible to generalize on that. 

We had some kind of supporting data, explanations, or infonna- 
tion in connection with every entry but it differs with each entry. 

Mr. Simon. Are you telling me when you had some land of expla- 
nation that some of it might be purely oral ? 

Mr. Granger. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And you would make these entries on a purely oral 
statement of somebody in the Woodner employ ? 

Mr. Granger. Yes ; if it seemed reasonable, we would. Kemember, 
we were not making an audit in the year 1951. We made no land of 
an audit or no kind of report or even a balance sheet for that year. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Granger, you did subsequently certify audit state- 
ments for these companies ? 

Mr. Granger. No, sir; we never certified to any audit statement 
for any of these companies. 

Mr. Simon. We have in our files these very fancy auditors’ reports, 
that say, “Marshall Granger” on them and they are fancifully bound; 
weren’t those prepared by you ? 

Mr. Granger, xes, sir; but those are not certified statements. 

Mr. Simon. In other words, you did not put down at the end an 
affidavit, “I hereby certify ? ” 
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I Hr. Granger. The wording which is in there, “In our opinion these 
statements are correct.” 

Hr. Simon. Do j'ou distinguish between a report prepared by your 
company on your stationery and with 3^our binder which does not 
contain that certificate, and one which does ? 

Hr. Granger. There is the difference in the scope of the work 
done; yes. 

Hr. Simon. Mr. Woodner, where are the paintings that the Gen- 
eral Accounting Office people have testified were charged to construc- 
tion and they cannot find ? 

Hr. Woodner. First, these paintings are not charged to the con- 
struction of the job. 

Mr. Simon. Aren’t they ? 

Mr. Woodner. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Who are they charged to ? 

Mr. Woodner. We have invested in the Rock Creek project over 
$600,000 of furnishings. 

Mr. Simon. We are talking about paintings now. 

Mr. Woodner. Part of the $600,000 are these paintings and they are 
in the Woodner. 

Mr. Simon. You say the paintings are in the Woodner ? 

Mr. Woodner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What about that, Mr. Newman? Did you find them? 
Mr. Newman. I will let Mr. Delmore answer that. 

Mr. Delmore. We asked to see them. 

Mr. Simon. Wlio did 3’oa ask? 

Mr. Delmore. Mr. Pace. 

Mr. Simon. What did he tell you ? 

Mr. Delmore. He told us they weren’t there. 

Mr. Simon. Can you tell us where in the Woodner they are? 

Mr. Woodner. Y es ; they are in the Gold Room. If he asked me for 
them, he would have found them. 

Mr. Simon. Where is the Gold Room ? 

Mr. Woodner. On the fourth floor. 

Mr. Simon. Is it a public room ? 

Mr. Woodner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat is it used for ? 

Mr. Woodner. Receptions, wedding receptions. 

I don’t want to use the word promiscuously. 

Mr. Simon. How many pictures are there? 

Mr. Woodner. Two pictures of value and one very minor in value. 

Mr. Simon. Are those the pictures that are charged in the books 
here? 


Mr. Woodner. These were charged as I understand erroneously to 
painting on the job because it said painting on the invoice that came 
from the comjpany. 

They were furnishings and they are not part of the FHA mortgage. 
Mr. Simon. Did thej^ cost $6,600 ? 

.Mr. Woodner. Yes, sir. Your auditors have a duplicate invoice 
simed by the people who sold them. 

. Mr. SmoN. There is no question but the house that sold the paint- 
in^ got the money ? 

Mr. Woodner. No. 

Mr. Simon. But they couldn't find the paintings. 
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Mr. WooDNER. They didn’t look, sir. They just asked. They 
didn’t look. They didnt’ ask me. Mr. Pace doesn’t know this build- 
ing. It is rather a complicated structure. 

Mr. Kane. Mr. Chairman, under the arrangement made by the 
audit Mr. Pace was the official representative to ask any questions. 

The Chairman. He knew his job was to go to Mr. W oodner with any 
questions ? 


Mr. Kane. No, Senator. 

Mr. WooDNER. I will say this. May I add this? 

The Chairman. Yes. You may say anything you care to, 

Mr. WoODNER. Mr. Pace said he could not find the invoice. They 
asked him about it, and would I please try to get it? 

He called me for it. I went to the company that sold them, and they 
had the duplicate invoice, which they signed. 

The Chairman. These particular paintings were charged to the 
construction costs. 


Mr. WooDNER. They should not have been, sir. 

The Chairman. That was just an error? 

Mr. WooDNER. It was complete error, because it said paintinji;. 
They thought it was painting of the job, which was about $300,000, 
and it was part of the furnishings in which we have already invested 
$600,000 additional. 

. The ChairmanI That was paintings for the lobby. They are not 
a permissible item. They do not come under the mortgage. 

Mr. WooDNER. I understand that thoroughly, sir. 

The Chairman. This amount was charged to the construction cost, 
and it went into the amount of the mortgage? 

Mr, WooDNER. Complete error, sir. 

The Chairman. You say that was an error ? 

Mr. WooDNER. Complete error. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Woodner, I would like to change the subject for 
a minute. Did you know when you filed the application for mortgage 
on the Woodner that the law did not permit giving section 608 mort- 
gages for hotels? 

Mr. Woodner, No; I did not know the law prevented that, and I 
might add that when we did get into it— — 

Mr. Simon. When did you leani for the first time that the law did 
not permit a mortgage on a hotel ? 

Mr. Woodner. I think it is the new law that specifically does not 
permit it. 

Mr. Simon. When did you learn that the old law was not inter- 
preted to permit mortgages on hotels ? 

Mr. Woodner. Well, it is a rather moot point, because I have heard 
interpretations of the law in many different fashions. I believe I will 
say this, however, that I did learn when we were part way through this 
building that the policy of the FHA was not to permit it. 

Mr. Simon. You did not learn that until you were part way 
through ? 

Mr. Woodner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Before you began construction it was your intention to 
make this a hotel, wasn’t it? 

Mr. Woodner. Absolutely not, sir. 

Mr. Simon. It wasn’t? 
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Mr. WooDNER. Absolutely not. 

Mr. Simon. When did you first determine to make a hotel out of it? 
Mr. WooDNER. It was a condition imposed upon the Rock Creek 
Plaza Corp. by the District of Columbia that in order to occupy cer- 
tain commercial facilities within the buildings, which were there for 
the benefit of the permanent tenants, that it was necessary because of 
their zoning laws here that these — that certain number of transient 
rooms be provided. 

Mr. Simon. This much I gather, there is no doubt about, that in the 
original plans for the Woodner, you provided for commercial space 
on the ground floor ? 

Mr. Woodner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And the District of Columbia zoning laws prohibit 
commercial space in residential property, unless a certain percen- 
tage of it is hotel for transients, is mat right ? 

Sir. Woodner. The building department approved our plans as they 
were, submitted to the FHA, which showed these stores. I did not 
have knowledge of it, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And FHA approved your plans showing the commer- 
cial space ? 

Mr. M^oodner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SfMON. And you intended all the time to turn this into a hotel 
and use the commercial space for the hotel facilities, didn’t you ? 

Mr. Woodner. That is not my statement, sir. That is yours. It is 
not true. 

Mr. Simon. Do you deny it? 

Mr. Woodner. I deny it completely. 

Mr. Simon. Have you ever seen a letter dated December 20, 1949, 
to the Rock Creek Plaza — that is your company, isn’t it? 

Mr. AVoodner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. That is your company? 

Mr. AVoodner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. That is the one that owns this property out here? 

Mr. Woodner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. From A. A. Bliss, of the legal division of the Irvino* 
Trust Co. 

Mr. Woodner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Have you ever seen that letter ? 

Mr. AA'oodner. It has been shown to me very recently. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever see it before very recently ? 

Mr. Woodner. No. I haven’t seen it. The first time I ever saw it 
^’as just the other day. 

Mr, Simon. You never saw it before the other day ? 

Mr. Woodner. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The Irving Trust Co. advanced $10,000 on this proiect 
didn’t they? 

^ Mr. AVoodner. Eventually they advanced approximately $10 mil- 

Mr. Simon. Of course it was Government-insured? 

Mr. AA^oodner. It was Government-insured. 

All-. Simon. And the $10 million was advanced by the Irving Trust 
Co., subsequent to December 20, 1949, wasn’t it? 

Mr. AA^oodner. I would say most of it was subsequent to that date. 
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Mr. Simon. This letter, the first paragraph reads : 

Frank Ackerman has called our attention to several points that are indicated 
by the plans in which we feel should he called to your attention so that you 
may check and follow them to the end that there will be no delay in maldiig 
advances during construction on the project. 

I will list the following points raised by Mr. Ackerman: (1) that cormner- 
cial use of some upgrade space will require a hotel permit. As I understand it, 
you will apply for a hotel permit when the project is ready for occupancy, and 
the commercial space will not be utilized unless the hotel permit is issued. 

Further, an onpremises sale liquor license will be required before the cock- 
tail lounge, main dining room, and similar hotel-type services may be provided. 
We would appreciate it if you would advise us when you intend to apply for 
such permit and license and keep us advised of the results of your application. 

You say you never saw that letter until a week or so ago ? 

Mr. WooDNER. No. Probably just a couple of days ago. 

Mr. Simon. A couple of days ago ? 

Mr. WooDNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You deny it was your intention to get a hotel license? 

Mr. WooDNER. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. When you borrowed the money ? 

Mr. WooDNER. Wliat is the date of that letter? 

Mr. Simon. December 20, 1949. 

The fact is also, isn’t it, that you invested some $700,000 in carpeting 
and other hotel facilities before you got a hotel permit ? 

Mr, WooDNER. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t you? 

Mr. WooDNER. The permit was issued after the building was com- 
pleted. May I return to that letter you have there sir ? 

Mr. Simon. Yes, but did you invest $700,000 ima hotel permit? 

Mr. WooDNER. After we had the authority to have a certain number 
of transient rooms. 

Mr. Simon. Only after the authority? 

Mr. WooDNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Oh. Well, now, I have a letter before me from Loy 
Anderson. 

Mr. WooDNER. May I return? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. I would like to read the balance of this. Who 
was Loy Anderson ? 

Mr. WooDNER. Loy Anderson was our closing attorney, and a ren- 
resentative of the mortgagee, who has the mortgage on the Rock Creek 

Mr. Simon. And he is 1 of the 5 former FHA employees who were 
workiM for you? 

Mr. Woodner. Well, he had been— before I ever came to Washmg- 
ton he had left the FHA. 

Mr. Simon. He was 1 of the 5 former FHA employees whom you 
had working for you. 

Mr. Woodner. He was a private attorney. He was engaged by us. 
Yes. 

Mr. Simon. He wrote a letter, didn’t he, on August 1, 1952, to the 
district director, Thomas C. Barringer, which says : 

I am acting as attorney for the sponsor In the closing of this case and ray com- 
pany is to be the servicing mortgagee. Therefore, Mr. Woodii3r has asked me 
to assist In working ont a solution to the problem presented in utilizing tne 
commercial space built in the subject project. 

Was he authorized ? 

Mr. Woodner. What is that, sir? 
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jlr. Simon. Was he so authorized bv you? 

Mr WooDNER. To write this letter? . xi, 

Mrl Simon. Yes, and to assist in working out the solution to the 

nrnblem presented in utilizing the commercial space. 

"mt. Woodner. Yes, for the interests of his mortgagee and we were 

involved in the thing, too. 

Mr. Simon. He was working for you in this ; wasn t he ^ 

Mr! Woodner. He was working equally for the mortgagee ana 
ourselves, and so far has received no compensation for it. 

Mr. Simon. But he was working for you as well ? 

Mr. Woodner. He had closed a ]ob for me and I consulted him. 

Mr! Simon. Did you authorize him to write this letter ? 

Mr. Woodner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. All right. xi. x .c n ; « 

As a matter of fact, you gave him more authority that following 

week; didn’t you? 

Mr. Woodner. Well, let’s continue, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The letter goes on : 

In your letter of June 23, to Mr. Wallace Holliday — 

and Wallace Holliday is one of your employees ? 

Mr. Woodner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And another former FHA employee ? 

Mr. Woodner. Draftsman ; yes. 

Mr. Simon (reading) : 

In your letter of June 23, to Mr. Wallace Holliday of the Jonathan Woodner 
Co. you stated that the administration would assist Woodner Co. in appealing 
to the District government for relief to make it possible to use the commercial 
space in the building. You further suggested your office would give any other 
assistance you could to help put the project on a sound basis, other than tlie 
method proposed by Mr. Woodner’s letter of May 29. 

Since June 23, representatives of the Jonathan Woodner Co. and FHA have 
made further efforts to secure relief from the District government but without suc- 
cess, The present situation presents a very serious problem to both the sponsors 
and the FHA. We are extremely desirous of finding a satisfactory solution at an 
early date, and wondering If you have any further suggestions. Neither the FHA 
Dor the sponsor would have permitted the commercial construction had there 
been any reason to believe that usage of such space would violate zoning regula- 
tions. Further, such commercial space was deemed necessary and desirable by 
both FHA and the sponsors, and cost approximately $700,000, exclusive of garage 
space. 

Is that right ? 

Mr. Woodner. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. That is right, so that you had spent $700,000 before you 
got the hotel permi t for me commercial space ? 

Mr. Woodner. We are talking now about the construction of the 
stores, the construction of store space and the dining-room space. I 
am not talking about the furnishings, sir. 

Mr. Simon. But you did spend $7()0,000 on facilities that could only 

be used with a hotel permit before you got the 

Mr. Woodner. On the construction of the space. 

Mr. SnvioN. Is what I have said right? 

Mr. Woodner. I would say so; yes. Wait a minute, sir. Maybe I 
misunderstood you. 

(Conference between Mr. Williamson and Mr. Woodner.) 

Mr. Simon. Is that right ? 
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Mr. WooDNER. I didn’t quite understand you. All of these items 
could be used in an apartment building. 

M*r. Simon. Is Mr. Loy Anderson wrong then ? 

Mr. WooDNER. When he says what? 

Mr. Simon. He says, further such coiimiercial space was deemed 
necessary and desirable by both FHA and the sponsors and costs 
approximately $700,000 inclusive of ground sjmce. 

Mr. WooDNER. There are commercial spaces in the apartments for 
the benefit of the tenants. 

Mr. Simon. But you could not use it without a hotel permit; could 
you? 

Mr. WooDNER. It could have been rezoned. 

Mr. Simon. The District refused to rezone it ; didn’t they ? 

Mr. WooDNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And Barringer refused to give you permission to turn it 
into a hotel ; didn’t he? 

Mr. WooDNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Barringer turned you down ? 

Mr. WooDNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. He was the District director ? 

Mr. WooDNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And then on July 22, Barringer turned you down in 
May; didn’t he? 

Mr. WooDNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. On J uly 22, you wrote a letter to Loy Anderson, direct* 
ing him to hire the recently resigned FHA Commissioner ? 

Mr. WooDNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Richards resigned on June 30, 1952? 

Mr. WooDNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And you hired him on J uly 22, 1952 ? 

Mr. WooDNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And the deal was that you would pay him $5,000 as a 
retainer, and if he got the permission, an extra $5,000? Is that right? 

Mr. WooDNER. l^s ; a total of $10,000. 

Mr. Simon. A total of $10,000. Within 30 days Clyde Powell re- 
versed Barringer and gave you permission to turn 250 units into a 
hotel ; is that right ? 

Mr. WoODNER. This was not Clyde Powell’s decision. As a matter 
of fact, Clyde Powell was opposed to us. 

Mr. Simon. Let me read you his letter on August 22, 1952. 

Mr. WooDNER. I know he signed the letter sir, and I know the letter 

. Clyde Powell signed it ; didn’t he ? 

Mr. WooDNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Clyde Powell’s letter of August 22, 1952, revei’sed Bar- 
ringer: didn’t it? 

Mr. WooDNER. Yes, but he was the instniment for sending the letter 
to me, even though he signed it. 

Mr. Simon. You mean somebody you hired and Powell told him to 
do it. 

Mr. WooDNER. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Ricliards had been Powell’s boss up until 22 days 
earlici’: hadn’t lie? 


thoroughly. 
Mr. Simon 



FHA INVESTIGATION 


3459 


Mr. WooDNER. At the time this was signed, Mr. Kichard Greene — 
not Mr. Eichard Greene, Mr. Greene was Commissioner at the time. 

Mr. Simon. Twenty-two days before you hired Kichards, he had 
been Powell’s boss ; hadn’t he ? 

Mr.WooDNER. I believe that is true. 

Mr. Simon. And he got the $10,000 because he got this decision of 
Barringer’s reversed ? Isn’t that true also ? 

Mr. WooDNER. He was paid the $10,000 because we were given 
permission by the FHA for this permission. 

Mr. Simon. That meant reversing Barringer’s decision; didn’t it? 
Mr. WooDNER. The Commissioner of the FHA reversed — the Com- 
missioner of the FHA along with Mr. Fitzpatrick, Deputy Commis- 
sioner of HHFA, the General Counsel of the FHA, I believe the Zone 
Commissioner, sat in on it, Mr. Barringer, the District Director sat in 
on it, Mr. Tom Gray, one of the assistants to Clyde Powell sat on it, 
and Clyde Powell sat in on it, and I can say now that most of the dis- 
cussion took place between the Commissioner, Mr. Greene, and Mr. 

Fitzpatrick, and at that meeting, I wrote a letter 

The Chairman. AVliy did you hire Eichards ? 

Mr. WooDNER, Because Mr. Eichards had — first of all, Mr. Eichards 
went into business. 

The Chairman. We understand that. He left FHA and went into 
business, and sent you a circular as he did a lot of people saying, “I am 
out, I have a lot of experience in FHA and I know everybody,” and 
you immediately gave him $10,000. 

Mr. WooDNER. I didn’t immediately give him $10,000. 

The Chairman. You made a contract to give him $10,000? 

Mr. WooDNER. That is right. 

The Chairman. What did he do for the $10,000, please? 

Mr. WooDNER. He advised us that his best knowledge, that the best 
course and judgment, and reasons why the issuing of this permit would 

be for the best interests of the FHA, ourselves 

Mr. Simon. $5,000 was contingent upon getting Barringer reversed. 
Isn’t that true ? 

(Conference between Mr. Williamson and Mr. Woodner.) 

The Chairman. You gave him $5,000 and entered into a contract 
with him and said, ‘T will give you another $5,000 if you get this per- 
mit through.” 

Mr. Simon. Isn’t that right? 

Mr. Woodner. We gave him two $5,000 checks. 

The Chairman. Isn’t the statement I made true? The contract 
you made with Eichards, you said, “We will give you $5,000 now, we 
will give you another $5,000 if you get this permit through.” Is that 
right? 

Mr. Woodner. That is correct. That is probably a usual arrange- 
ment with people who are attempting to do something. 

Mr. Simon. Is that the usual arrangement? 

Mr. Woodner. Well, I know it happens very often with attorneys. 
Mr. SmoN. There is one point I am personally very interested in 
and I hope you can hel]> us with. Something like $70,000 went from 
your company to Chaite. He only accounts for $55,000 of it. Is it 
possible that any of the other money found its way to Mr. Powell? 

Mr. Woodner. Absolutely not that I know of. 

50090 — 94 — pt. 4 48 
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Mr. Simon. Mr. Chaite and Mr. Powell were pretty close friends, 
weren’t they? 

Mr. WooDNER. They had worked with each other for a long time, I 
believe. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Chaite is not able to recall, but the telephone rec- 
ords at the Sheraton Park Hotel show five telephone calls from 
Powell’s apartment to Mr. Chaite’s home in 1953, in the 1 year, and 
there are others in prior years I understand. Do you know what those 
telephone calls could have been! 

Mr. WooDNER. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Anything to do with Woodner business? 

Mr. Woodner. I don’t believe so, sir. I am pretty certain, sir, 
because Chaite wasn’t involved in our FHA matters. 

Mr. Simon. You got better than $30 million worth of FHA com- 
mitments from Mr. that had to be approved by Clyde Powell, 

and there is a lot of checks drawn to cash, with no explanations for it, 
such as promotion. Is it possible that any of that money found its 
way to Mr. Powell ? 

Mr. Woodner. Absolutely not, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You say unequivocally that no part of the funds of any 
of those checks that you can’t account for now, and no part of those 
ever found their way to Mr. Powell ? 

Mr. Woodner. I never gave Mr. Powell any money. 

Mr. Simon. That wasnx my question. My question is whether you 
can say unequivocally that no part of the proceeds of these checks that 
we have been discussing that you can’t account for the proceeds of, 
that no part of those proceeds ever found their way to Clyde Powell? 

Mr. Woodner. Absolutely not as far as I know. 

The Chairman. Through a second party that received the check! 

Mr. Woodner. I would not know what a second party would do, but 
I know nothing was ever given to Clyde Powell to my knowledge, 
direction, or any other manner. 

Mr. Simon, x ou knew nothing about any of these funds ever reach- 
ing Clyde Powell no matter how they got there? 

Mr. Woodner. I do not know, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You know nothing about it? 

Mr. Woodner. I do not know, sir. 

May I go back to this hotel aspect, sir ? 

The Chairman. What is that? 

Mr. Woodner. I wanted to interject something here. 

The Chairman. You may proceed, yes. 

Mr. Woodner. A commitment and start of construction was on Octo- 
ber 6, 1949, which preceded the first indication that was necessary for 
hotel facilities by 2% months. 

Mr. Simon. Precedes the first written record. 

Mr. Woodner. It is the first time that anybody in my establistoent 
knew and I didn’t know that until much later, because at that time I 
had already gotten into my marital affairs. 

Mr. Simon. That is not a fair inference, Mr. Woodner, because in 
this letter of December 20, the Irving Trust Co. man assumes you are 
going to do this, which means somebody must have discussed it with 
him prior to that date. 

Mr. Woodner. I cannot agree to that inference whatsoever. 

Mr. Simon. Wio is Frank Ackerman? 
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Mr. WooDNER. Frank Ackerman is an architect for the Irving Trust 
Co. 

Mr. Simon. He says on December 20 that Frank Ackerman has 

called to our attention several points 

Mr. WooDNER. That is 2i^ months after we closed the job. 

Mr. Simon. Certainly the fair inference in this letter is they talked 
about it before. 

Mr. WooDNER. What is that, sir? 

Mr. Simon. Certainly the fair inference in this letter is they talked 
about it before. 

Mr. WooDNER. I wouldn’t say so, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you write Irving Trust Co. a letter in response 
to this, saying, “You are just all wrong, we are not going to have a 
hotel”? 

Mr. WooDNER. No, first this letter was written by Mr. Holiday who 
was in charge of our office at that time and at the time, or I know 
when he first heard of it, I don’t believe there is an absolute firm 
policy of the FHA contrary to this. 

Mr. Simon. What about these match books that say, “The Woodner 
Hotel” on them, when were they printed? 

Mr. Woodner. I don’t know, 6 or 8 months ago. 

Mr. Simon. Six or eight months ago ? 

Mr. Woodner. I suppose. 

Mr. Simon. In 1953? 

Mr. Woodner. Yes, and it is contrary to the letter which I indicated. 
The building is known as the Woodner and they should not be used 
with the word “hotel.” 

Mr. Simon. One of the qualifications in Clyde Powell’s letter of 
August 22, giving you permission to make a hotel out of part of it 
was you should not use the word “hotel.” 

Mr. Woodner. That is right. That is an error. I called it to 
their attention. 

The Chairman. Our next witness will be Mr. Chaite. 

Our next and last witness for today will be Mr. Chaite. 

You were a witness, were you not, yesterday ? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Let me swear you in again. Do you solemnly 
swear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Chaite. I do. 

TESTIMONY OF ARTHUR M. CHAITE, WASHINGTON, D. C.— Resumed 

The Chairman. Thank you. You may proceed, Mr. Simon. 

Mr. Simon. Would you give your name and address, please? 

Mr Chaite. Arthur M. Chaite, 1523 L Street NW., Washin<^- 
ton, D. C. 5 to 

Mr. Simon. We asked you yesterday to be able to give us today a 
^mplete list of all the checks you ever got from Woodner or the 
Woodner companies. Are you able to do that at this time? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What is that list? 

Mr. Chaite. 1950 1 received a check for $5,000, on June 15, 1 believe. 

October 7, I received a check for $15,000, and on December 6, a 
check for $20,000. ’ 
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Mr. Simon. How about 1951? 

Mr. Chaite. Coming right up. February 21, $10,000. 

March 16, $10,000. 

March 16 — these are my deposit slips. I don’t know the exact dates 
of the checks themselves. 

Mr. Simon. Those are the dates you deposited them ? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes. March 16, $10,000. 

July 3, $5,000. 

October 19, $5,000. 

October 24, $5,000. 

Mr. Simon. A total of $26,000 in 1951, and $40,000 in 1950 ? 

Mr. Chaite. I think so. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Woodner’s records show that on October 12, 
I960 

Mr. Chaite. Are you interested in 1952 also ? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. Chaite. On April 14, $2,000. 

On September 4, 1 received a check for $2,500, wliich I returned to 
Jonathan Woodner Co. 

Mr. Simon. Why was that? 

Mr. Chaite. Because I wasn’t satisfied with the amount of the fee. 

Mr. Simon. Any others? 

Mr. Chaite. That is all. 

Mr. Simon. The books out there show that on October 12, 1940— 
1950, excuse me — ^you received a check, or I shouldn’t say you received, 
but on October 12, 1950, a check was issued to Arthur M. Chaite, 1 
for $5,796.40, which bears your endorsement and bears the endorse- 
ment of J. R. Stuckey, who Mr. Woodner has just identified as one 
of his employees. Did you receive that check ? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You never received it? 

The Chairman. Will you talk into the microphone, please? 

Mr. Chaite. Certainly. 

The Chairman. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Chaite. I never received it in the sense of the word that I 
got the five-thousand-seven-hundred-some-odd dollars you are talking 
about. 

Mr. Simon. Did you endorse the check ? 

Mr. Chaite. If my signature is there, I did. I would like to see 
the check. 

Mr. Simon. We don’t have it. 

The Chairman. It is missing. 

Mr. Chaite. I am sorry. I have no recollection. 

The Chairman. I beg pardon. It is not missing. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know whether you ever did endorse that chwk 
for $5,796 and if so, why J. R. Stuckey should then have endorsed it? 

Mr. Chaite. No, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Simon. You say unequivocably you didn’t get it, though? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Can you give us any explanation of why Woodner 
should have issued a check of that amount to you and you not have 
received the proceeds? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir. 
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Mr. Simon. Do you know J. R. Stuckey? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Is that a man or a woman? 

Mr. Chaite. A man. 

Mr. Simon. What is his first name? 

Mr. Chaite. I don't know’. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know’ any reason wdiy — did yon ever endorse a 
check to your order and ^nve it to J. R. Stuckey? 

Mr. Chaite. I have no recollection of that. 

Mr. Simon. My que^stion is whether you ever did it. 

Mr. Chaite. I couldn’t tell. 

Mr. Simon. You can’t tell? 

Mr. Chaite. That is right. 

The Chairman. Are you prepared to say you didn’t ? 

Mr. Chaite. I have no recollection on it. 

The Chairman, Would you recognize your signature if you saw- it ? 
Mr. Chaite. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Delniore, is tluit check available out there ? 

Mr. Delmore. Yes, sir; it is. 

The C. jiAiRAiAN. Will you have the check here at 10 o (.‘lock tomorrow 
morning,^ and Mr. Chaite, will you be here at 10 o'clock tomorrow 


morning 


Mr. CiTAriT.. Friday. 

The Chairman. Ten o'clock Friday to recognize your signature to 
see whether it is a forgery or not. . » 

Mr. Chaite. Right. 

Mr. Simon. You know’ nothing about that transaction ? 

Mr. Chaite. No recollection of it at all. 

Mr. Simon. Going back to this $15,000 that you got in 1946. what 
about that? 

Mr. fhiAiTE. Well, my recollection to that, Mr. Counsel, is that I 
iiarl invited Mr. Woodner to join a group in purchasing a lumber mill 
and dimension plant and a stock of lumber in West Virginia, and IVtr 
Woodner gave me a check for $15,000 to be used, if necessary, in the 

purchase of that plant. That check w’as not necessary, and I returned 
tliat check to Mr. Woodner. 

Mr. Simon. You say you never cashed that check ? 

Mr. Cii.AiTE. Right. 

Mr. Simon. It was never cashed ? 

Mr. Chaite. Right. 

Mr. Simon. Never deposited? 

Mr. (hiAiTE. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. On December 31, 1950, did he give you a check for $500 ? 
^ ^ deposit of that amount. 

Air. Simon That wasn’t my question. My question was whether 
^ check for that amount. 

or n ^ knowledge of that without a deposit 

^^^^^^orandum in my file Avhat it was for. ^ 

Mr. Simon. On March 31, 19 

$500 check, too, Mr. G. A. O., and 
Dnng that canceled check in, too, about 10 o’clock Friday « If vou 

£ K SS. ”<* "" ” -4'“ 
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Mr. Simon. On March 31, 1951, did you get a check from Woodner 
for $10,000? The check is dated March 15, 1951, and it is check 
No. A-9073. 

Mr. Chaite. Yes. I deposited it March 16, 1951. 

Mr. Simon. The same day did you get a check for $500 dated 
March 2, check A-5260 ? 

Mr. Chaite. What day was that? 

Mr. Simon. Dated March 2, for $500, check A-5260. 

Mr. Chaite. 1951 ? 

Mr. Simon. That is right. 

Mr. Chaite. Yes. On March 1, 1 got $500 

Mr. Simon. On March 1. The check is dated March 2. 

Mr. Chaite. I put it in my February cash account as $500. 

Mr. Simon. You didn’t give us that check before. 

Mr. Chaite. That check went to reimburse my traveling account for 
the month of February. It was a balance left of three-hundred-some- 
odd-dollars due. 

Mr. Simon. Then you did receive that $500 ? 

Mr. Chaite. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Simon. T^y didn’t you tell us about that when we asked you 
to give us all the cnecks you had from him ? 

Mr. Chaite. I was reading from the checks I deposited. This is 
a check I cashed to reimburse me for travel expenses. 

Mr. Simon. On October 18 did you get another check for $500? 

Mr. Chaite. 1951? 

Mr. Simon. Yes ; October 18, 1951. 

Mr. Chaite. I got a check for $500 and 52 cents, with a reimbui’se- 
ment for all the expense vouchers for that month. 

Mr. Simon. They have charged your account with $5,000. The 
record of the note is : 

To record payment by New York to Arthur M. Chaite, February 19, 1951. Type 
of disbursement unknown. 

Do you know anything about that $5,000 ? 

Mr. Chaite. February 19 when? 

Mr. Simon. No ; December 31, 1952. 

Mr. Chaite. I have no record of that at all, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you get any checks from their New York office? 

Mr. Chaite. I can’t desi^ate which of these checks are from New 
York or Washington, Fut I have no record of a $5,000 check in Decem- 
ber of 1952. 

Mr. Simon. It might have been January of 1953, because this entry 
was made December 31, 1952. 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t think I received any more funds from the 
Woodner organization or anyone connected with the Woodner after 
that April check of $2,000 in 1952. 

Mr. Simon. Can you give us any explanation of why on December 
31, 1952, they should make an entry in their books to record a $5,000 
payment made by their New York office to you? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. On October II, 1951, there was a check issued to you 
for $10,000, for professional services. Did you get that check, S-3460 ? 

Mr. Chaite. Did you say October 11, 1951 ? 

Mr. Simon. That is right. 
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Mr. Chaite. The only deposits I have for October 1951, are $5,000 
October 19, $5,000 October 24. 

Mr. Simon. They issued checks to you on those dates for those 
amounts. Those are checks 14046 and 14047. There is a third check 
for $1(^000, check S-3460, a $10,000 check dated October 11. 

Mr. Chaite. I never got it. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Delniore, could you bring that check with you Fri- 
day morning, too ? 

Mr. Delmore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Beall. I have no questions. 

Mr. Simon. You will be back Friday morning? 

Mr. Chaite. You really need me? 

Mr. Simon. We want you to identify these 2 checks for $15,000. 

Mr. Chaite. All right. 

Senator Beall. That will be all. The committee now stands in 
recess until 10 a. m. tomorrow morning. 

(Whereupon, at 4 : 25 p. m., the committee recessed to reconvene 
at 10 a. m. the following day, Thursday, October 7, 1954.) 
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THURSDAY, OCTOBER 7, 1954 

• United States Senate, 

Senate Banking and Cubrenct Committee, 

'Washington^ D, G. 

Tlie committee met, pursuant to recess, at 10:10 a. m., Senator 
Homer E. Capehart (chairman) presiding. 

Present : Senators Capehart and Beall. 

Also present : William Simon, general counsel ; T. T. Kenney, assist- 
ant general counsel; and Clarence M. Dinkins, assistant counsel, 
FHA investigation. 

The Chairman. The committee will please come to order. The first 
witness will be Mr. T. Coleman Andrews. You will have to be sworn, 
Mr. Andrews. 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God If 

TESTIMONY OP T. COLEMAN ANDREWS, COMMISSIONER OF 

INTERNAL REVENUE 


Mr. Andrews. I do. 

The Chairman. Mr. Andrews, you are the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue? 

Mr. Andrews. That is right, sir. 

The Chairman. What is your correct title ? 

Mr. Andrews. I am the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

The Chairman. And you have been that since when ? 

Mr. Andrews. Since February 4, 1953. 

The Chairman. You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Andrews, as you know, this inquiry relates to the 
activities of the Federal Housing Administration. We have found 
from 3 months of hearings that builders dealing in FHA-insured 
mortgages apparently had 2 objectives in mind. One was to end up 
with some cash on hand after the project was completed and secondly 
to arrange their affairs in such a manner that they were able to retain 
the cash after the requirements of the income-tax laws. Apparently 
it was quite obvious that it didn’t help much to make two or three or 
four million dollars in 1 year, if one had to pay normal income 
taxes on it, because the rates being 75 or 80 percent at that level, 
wouldn’t leave much. 

What we would like to discuss with you is the second aspect of the 
two-pronged problem the builder had of making the money and re- 
taining it after the requirements of the income-tax law. 
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There are three areas where we have found the income-tax laws 
played a part in this picture. The first is builders who would create 
a sponsoring corporation to get a section 608 loan and when the project 
was completed would have substantial funds remaining in the sponsor- 
ing corporation after paying all their debts, excess mortgage proceed 
after paying all the debts. 

One of the patterns we founc^is that they would then hire an ap- 
praiser who would go out and appraise the property at a price or a 
figure far in excess of what it cost to build it and usually just high 
enough to cover the amount of cash that they had in the bank and based 
on that appraisal they would then create surplus in the corporation 
and would then distribute the cash that they had in the bank as a dis- 
tribution of capital, rather than a dividend of earnings, and claim it as 
a long-term capital gain. 

One of the most significant cases we had was the Shirley-Duke case 
just outside of the District in Virginia, where three men each put up 
$6,000 for a $12.5 million project. They immediately went on the 
payroll at $20,000 a year apiece, got their money back in a matter of 
weeks and when the building was completed they had $2% million of 
mortgage money left over, which they distributed to themselves as a 
long-term capital gain. 

' There were 6 corporations and, as I understand it, on 1 of the cor- 
porations they went to your predecessor and obtained a ruling that 
the distribution of that money would be a long-term capital gain, tax- 
able only at the capital gains rate of then 25 percent and now 26 per- 
cent. I understand they did not obtain such a ruling for the other 5 
corporations and that you have taken a different view than your prede- 
cessor as to the 5 corporations where they didn’t get a written ruling. 
Is that the fact, Mr. Andrews? 

Mr. Andrews. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Could you tell us, Mr. Andrews, why you think that the 
ruling your predecessor gave as to the 1 corporation should not be 
followed as to the other 5 ? 

Mr. Andrews. Well, yes; I can tell you that. It might perhaps be 
better if I explained why we don’t think the niling should be reversed 
as to the first one. So far as we know, that ruling given in the first in- 
stance was given in good faith and the taxpayer relied upon it. In 
such situations, we usually honor a ruling, even though it might be 
disadvantageous to do so. If, of course, we had any reason to believe 
that the ruling was not obtained in good faith, then the situation would 
be different. However, it has long been the policy of the Eevenue 
Service — and I think a proper one — that a ruling of that type ought 
not to be construed except as to the particular case with regard to 
which it is given and especially in a situation where there later be- 
comes doubt as to the technical validity of the ruling. 

Now, when we took a look at this situation, we just did not think as 
a matter of good accounting or good tax administration, that it was 
proper to regard this type of income as a capital gain and therefore we 
said in the Gross case that we think we ought to tax this income — the 
Gross case, incidentally, is the one in Long Island, as I recall it, and 
the one which is in the Tax Court — we said, “We think this income 
.should be taxed at normal rates, as normal income,” and we proceeded 
on that basis and as you know the case is before the Tax Court now for 
decision on that point. 
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Now, as ,to these other 5 companies owned by the people who ^ot the 
favorable ruling in the Shirley-Duke case we simply feel that the 
rulin^r oup:ht not to apply to the other 5 cases, that the attitude or feel- 
ing of the Revenue Service that this is not a capital ^ains transaction 
but an ordinary income transaction should apply to those 5 cases. 

Mr. Simon. The Gross ca^se that you referred to is the case involving 
the Gross-Morton properties in Glen Oaks, Long Island, where the 
testimony before this committee shows that $ 41/3 million of the mort- 
gage proceeds remained in the sponsoring corporations after they 
completed the building, and was distributed to the stockholders as a 
long-term capital gain? 

Mr. Andreavs. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. The tax rates being what they are, if your position pre- 
vails in the Tax Court, I assume the Govemment will recover a very 
substantial portion of that $414 million profit. 

Mr. Andrews. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Is it your intention, Mr. Commissioner, to apply that 
ruling to all of the section G08 cases in which such distributions were 
made by sponsoring corporations, other than those in which a specific 
ruling was obtained by the taxpayer from your predecessor ? 

Mr. Andrews. Yes; it is. 

The Chairman. Even on those rulings that were obtained prior, 
you certainly are going to test them to see whether they were made in 
good faith, aren’t you? 

Mr. Andreavs. Oh, yes ; yes, sir. 

The Chairman. You don’t just take them on their face ? 

Mr. Andrews. Oh, no. 

The Chairman. You go behind and check into and see whether or 
not they were made in good faith ? 

Mr. Andrews. I don’t know of but the one ruling, though, as I 
recall it. I understand there were actually three rulings. 

The Chairman. I am thinking in terms now, since Ave have exposed 
and brought out and throAvn considerable light on many, many, many of 
these cases — and, of course, in every instance you have had men from 
your Department sitting in at all our public and executive sessions, 
and we are turning over to you, of course, every bit of information 
that we have picked up as a result of this information — you are going 
to look behind the curtains on all of them, are you not ? 

Mr. Andreavs. Yes, sir. 

Of course, that is exactly what was in my mind when I first brought 
to public attention the fact that these windfall profits had been gained 
by these companies. 

The Chairman. From noAv on, you are going to bring that to the 
attention of this committee, because this committee — had you given 
this committee the same information that you gave another committee 
a year ago, I am sure we would have gotten started on this investi- 
gation a long time before we did. 

Mr. Andreavs. Very frankly on that. Senator, I hoped you would 
pick me up on that because I knew you didn’t feel too good about 
Kiy having given that information to somebody else. 

. The Chairman. The committee that has had 100 percent jurisdic- 
tion over housing, there is no question about it in anybody’s mind, 
the information was withheld from us or at least Ave knew nothing 
about it. ^ 
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, Mr. Andrews. Wei], you know, Senator, when you come into Wash- 
ington — 

The Chairman. 1 am sure it was an oversight on your part but I 
just want to make the public record clear that we should have had the 
information much quiclter than we received it 

Mr. Andrews. When you come into Washington new it takes a 
long time to find out who is responsible for what. 

The Chairman. And, unfortunately, the other committee never 
once turned over any information to this committee, and even to date 
haven’t turned over any information to this committee. 

Mr. Andrews. Well, we didn’t go to that committee, you under- 
stand. We asked one of the attaches of that committee if it was a 
matter in which they would be interested and they said they were 
and then they asked for the information and we gave it to them. 

The Chairman. Well, I think they are interested. There is no 
question but what they do have an interest in it, did have an interest 
in it, and still have an interest. 

Mr. Andrews. If there are any apologies due this committee, I 
want to make them at this time. 

The Chairman. It was going on for a period of a year, however, 
and we in this committee knew nothing aoout it and unfortunately 
the other committee, knowing, of course, that we had 100 percent 
jurisdiction, did not turn over the information to us. 

Mr. Simon. Earlier this year you gave the President a list of 
1,150 section 608 cases, approximately, in which the sponsoring cor- 
porations had declared dividends out of the proceeds of the mortgage 
as shown by their tax returns, and those cases, of course, were subse- 
quently given to this committee by the President. 

Do I assume correctly that if you prevail in your position in the 
Gross-Morton case, that that rule of tax liability will be applied in 
each of the cases on that list of some 1,150 cases ? 

Mr. Andrews. It will be applied to every case. Those and any 
others that might exist in addition to those. That was our first list. As 
I recall it, the ultimate list was probably even larger than that, and 
that rule will be applied to every case in which there was a distribu- 
tion under the circumstances that you mentioned when you brought 
this phase of the matter up. 

Mr. Simon. And of the 7,000 section 608 cases that there were, you 
say there were more than 1,150 that are on that list, in which this tax 
situation exists? 

Mr. Andrews. As I recall it, the ultimate list did run beyond that, 
and in every one of those cases, the outcome of the Gross case will 
be applied to them. 

Mr. Simon. Now, sir, those cases include only the cases in which 
the sponsoring corporation had surplus funds out of mortgage, and 
distribution was made, which was taken as a long-term capital gain. 

We now have a second group of cases in which no tax whatever 
was paid on the windfall profits. The testimony before this committee 
has developed this pattern in those cases. 

Just as an example of what happened in New Orleans there was a 
company called Shelby Construction Co. Shelby created 11 subsidi- 
aries, each with a capital stock of $1,000. These 11 colorations, with 
$1,000 of capital stock each, applied to the Federal Government for 
mortgage commitments which they were issued, totaling $10,800,000. 
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The $1,000 capital corporations then entered into a contract with their 
own parent corporation, Shelby, to construct the buildings at amounts 
which consumed the entire mortgage proceeds so that when the build- 
ings were built, the $1,000 corporations had no assets left other than 
the real estate, and they were the only corporations that had signed 
the mortgage. Nobody else was liable to repay the mortgage. The 
excess of mortgage proceeds over costs resided in the parent corpora- 
tion, Shelby, and there is a dispute as to how much that was. The 
company says it was. $1,700,000. We think it was $2.5 million, and 
FHA thinks it was $3.5 million but regardless of which figure it is it 
is at least $1,700,000. 

Shelby then filed a consolidated tax return for the subsidiaries and 
the parent corporation, and took the position that because there was 
purely an intracompany transaction there was no tax due on the 
excess profit that the parent corporation made on its dealings with 
the subsidiary. 

A shoi’t time later the buildings werenT going so well so Shelby 
cut loose the subsidiary corporation by selling the stock in the 11 
corporations which had $10,800,000 of Government mortgages, they 
sold the stock for $5,000 cash, and a note for another $110,000, which 
was later paid out of the income. 

The subsidiary corporations went into default and the United States 
is now foreclosing on the mortgages. But, of course, the company 
that has the cash didn't sign the mortgages. Now, that cash, as I 
said a moment ago — there was no tax paid initially because they 
treated it as an intracompany transaction — it still remains in the 
company. They have not distributed it as dividends. However, they 
have used that money for every purpose that it could have been used 
for, had they distributed it. For example, one of the officers of the 
company built himself a $350,000 home. He had paid no dividends 
to himself— and only a modest salary but the corporation built the 
house for him and charged it to his account on the books of the com- 
pany. They have used that extra cash to loan it to other corporations 
in which they were interested, loaning it at very modest sums of in- 
terest and thereby getting the full use of this money but without pay- 
ing any income tax on it at all. 

Is that wholly within the present tax laws, Mr. Commissioner, or 
can something be done about that ? 

Mr. Andrews. Well, that is a long question but let’s see if we can 
break it down. 

The Cpi AIRMAN. The reason we are asking these questions is because 
the public, the people who are vitally interested, repeatedly ask of us, 
are we going to be able to get anv of this money back? 

That is about the first question that the average taxpayer asks. Are 
we going to be able to get any of this money back? Now, of course, 
we can't get it back unless we can do so legally. If they haven’t vio- 
lated some law there is nothing that can be done. 

Mr. Andrews. As a tax commissioner, I am interested in that, too, 
because i f there is any to be gotten back, I want it. 

But, first, let me say this : I think that it would be bad policy for us 
to discuss an individual case in an open session. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Andrews, I have 3 more examples I wanted to give 
and maybe if I gave the other 3 examples and you talked about*^the 
whole thing in general terms it might be moi’c satisfactory ? 
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Mr. Andrews. You mean examples of this particular type ? 

The Chairman. Yes ; different patterns. 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. Andrews. Why don’t you do that, then ? 

Mr. Simon. The second example I wanted to give was testimony of a 
man named Silberman from Baltimore, Sol Silberman, who had a 
project with a million dollars windfall and the $1 million resided in 
the construction company just as in my first example. He then loaned 
$300,000 to himself. I am not certain that I remember the interest 
rate, but I think it was at a half of 1 percent interest. Now, had he 
distributed the $300,000 to himself, even a long-term capital gain 
would have been 26 percent. But by loaning it at a half of 1 percent, 
if we assume the man were to live 30 years, that would only be 15 
percent interest, and since interest is a deduction from his tax liability 
anyway, from his income for tax purposes, if you assume that he was 
in the 50-percent tax bracket, he would only be paying 7i/^ percent 
over a 30-year period, if he were to live 30 years. And yet even the 
capital gams route would have been 26 percent. And whether that 
one was exactly a half a percent or not I don’t recall, but there wore 
many cases where tlie loan was at a half of 1 percent interest, which 
over the man’s lifetime, no matter how long he lived, would be a very 
modest return or tax liability. 

In that same case, he also advanced $500,000 to a race track in Cleve- 
land, Ohio, that he owned, and, of course, from his standpoint it would 
make no difference whether he had to invest $500,000 in the racetrack 
or whether he invested $1,000 in the racetrack and this other company 
loaned or advanced the half million dollars to the racetrack and that is 
what happened to most of that windfall profit there. 

We had another case in Dayton, Ohio, where in the Page Manor 
project they ended up with about $900,000 windfall profit. There were 
four stockholders there. The man who was in charge of the property 
testified here that each stockholder was loaned $225,000, which is 
exactly a q^uarter of the amount of money they had left over. And 
unquestioningly he admitted that they had loaned that money to the 
stockholders instead of declaring a dividend, because they were wait- 
ing to see the outcome of the Gross-Morton case and they didn’t want 
to declare a dividend if they had to pay regular income taxes, so they 
treated it as a loan. 

The last example I wanted to give you was, in many cases — largely 
in the New York area — section 608 projects were built on leaseholds, 
and the pattern there was, instead of conveying the land to the corpo- 
ration that made the Government-insured mortgage, the sponsors 
would buy the land in their own name and as individuals they would 
own the land, and then they would lease it for 99 years to the corpora- 
tion that had the Government mortgage, and the Government would 
then give a $10 million or, in some cases, a $25 million mortgage on the 
leasehold. And, of course, whatever rent the building corporation 
agreed to pay the owner of the land would be a prior lien on the build- 
ing, ahead of the Government-insured mortgage. If they ever failed 
to pay that rent the Government would lose its building and its mort- 
gage, so the Government would really have to see to it that that rent 
was paid for the 99 years or at least for the 33 years that the Govern- 
ment mortgage extended. 
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Because of the security of the Government in back of the rent, insur- 
ance companies have been willing to loan money on these leaseholds 
up to 80 and even 90 percent of the FHA appraisal. And we have a 
case— and I could use the Gross-Morton case as an example — you will 
recall there that there was $4,400,000 worth of mortgage proceeds left 
over out of the building loan, but in that case they got a mortgage on 
the fee underlying the building for $1,600,000 more than they paid for 
the land. I forget what they paid for the lan<i, but I think they paid 
$900,000 for the land, and the mortgage was $2.5 million. So they get 
$1,600,000 in cash in their pockets, and they say that that is not tax- 
able, even though the $1,600,000 is in excess of what the land cost them. 
Because they say it is only a mortgage, and the money must ultimately 
be repaid. In most cases it is a 30-year mortgage, and in all the cases 
that I know of there is no personal liability to ever repay the mortgage. 
And, of course, the 30 years in most cases extends beyond the probable 
lifetime of the man getting the money, so he will never pay it back, and 
lie is not personally liable ever to pay it back, and he has the $1,600,000 
in that case, and many, many millions, and they have all taken the 
position in their tax returns that there is no tax liability at all in that 
situation. 

Now, could you comment on all of those situations generally, sir? 

Mr. Andrews. As I said, let’s approach it generally. 

Fortunately, over a period of 40 years of income-tax legislation in 
tliis country, there has been an evolution of provisions which have 
closed a lot of loopholes. There are a lot less loopholes existing than 
most people think. Obviously the methods followed in these cases 
that you have indicated undoubtedly are inspired or were inspired by 
the expectation that there were loopholes that made these profits safe 
from assessment — at least from the assessment of the high income- 
tax rates, and at best, or at worst, we will say, made them subject to 
the capital gains tax. 

In the evolution of the income tax, there have been provisions of 
the law develop which frequently enable the tax authorities to get 
at transactions which superficially look like they might be perfectly 
safe from taxation. 

Without disclosing exactly what we proposed to do, I want to assure 
this committee that we think that there are aspects of all these cases 
that you have mentioned that at least give us something better than 
a fighting chance to get at this income-tax thing, and we certainly 
intend to do that. 


The Chairman. Mr. Andrews, you see we have a new situation 
developing here, or that has developed, as a result of the Government 
guaranteeing the mortgages on rental houses. On for-saJe houses the 
uovernment guarantees the mortgage, but the dealer, the real-estate 
inan, the builder, sells the house to a third party and that is the end 
of it. He no longer owns the property that he created. But in rental 
liousing, he continues to own the property. 

The Government guarantees the mortgage. Under the. law, sup- 
posedly 90 percent of the estimated cost, in the case of section 608. 
Under the Wherry Act it was 90 percent, and under section 207 1 guess 
^ was 80 percent, but under the existing laws we have today, the 
Federal Government is guaranteeing mortgages on properties that 
are for rental purposes, where the man owns and continues to own 
the property. 


i. 
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And yet these builders take the position that if they can talk some- 
body into a mortgage, where the mortgage proceeds are greater than 
all their costs, that that money belongs to them somehow, some way, 
without even paying taxes on it, so I think you have a problem of this 
committee, the Finance Committee and yourself, as to what to do with 
that sort of a situation. 

But we do want to encourage the building of rental property. We 
certainly don’t want builders to take advantage of the Government. 
We want them to pay their legitimate taxes. Yet, we don’t want to 
impose upon them something we do not impose upon other people with 
respect to capital gains, but you have a pattern which has developed 
here over the last 15 years, a situation rather, that is a little different 
than anything else we have, either in capital gains taxation, or normal 
taxation, which I think you can readily see. You have this problem 
and of course many builders maintain that we are able to get the 
biulding for less than the mortgage guaranty because they were effi- 
cient builders. 

I think in many instances that was true. But the fact remains that 
they have that money left over when they get finished. 

Now, what are you going to do with it? Is it profit ? Is it subject 
to normal taxes? Is it subject to capital gains taxes, or should it 
remain in the corporation until the mortgage is paid off, and then 
of course it would be a capital gain. 

Mr. Andrews. Of cour.se starting at the back of your question, we 
only become interested when a distribution in fact takes place, or 
where it in effect takes place so that we can levy the taxes on it. 

Certainly as far as we are concerned, om* position is firm and very 
clearly expressed in the Gross case. We claim this is ordinary income 
and is going to be taxed as such and that is exactly what we propose 
to do. 

Of course we don’t know how the Gross case is coming out. We 
hope it will be in our favor, of course. We think it should be, but 
the courts might disagree with us. 

The Chairman. Let me say this. You have given us perfect co- 
operation, here, during this investigation during the past 6 months 
and I want to congratulate you and the members of your staff that 
you have assigned to help us. They have been efficient, cooperative, 
and they have really done a fine job. We want you to know that we 
appreciate it because as you know, there has been at least one of your 
men with us every minute since we started this investigation. 

They are all excellent fellows. 

Mr. Andrews. We have covered every hearing you have held 
wherever it has been held and of course that has been helpful to us, 
you know. 

The Chairman. And every executive session, too. 

Mr. Andrews. We have recorded the significant information as to 
people involved in this thing, and we have already started to work 
sometime ago on a number of these cases, as you are probably aware. 

The Chairman. Mr. Kenney has a question for you. 

Mr. Kennet. Mr. Andrews, prior to any distribution of the excess 
mortgage, the attitude of your department is that there is no income 
earned, is that right ? 

Mr. Andrews. I tliink generally the answer to that would be yes. 
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In other words, until there is a distribution, there isn’t any income 
to the stockholder, who is the person involved, here, in the final 

jnslysis* ^ 

Mr. Kennet. The builder who receives the surplus mortgage or the 
excess over cost, continues to pay interest on that amount and that 
amount must be repaid to the mortgagee, is that not true? 

Mr. Andrews. Yes. 

Mr. Kenney. Unless he sells the property and then the purchaser, 
of course, will have to continue the payment and will have to pay the 
interest and the principal payments to retire the amount of money 
which has been set up as excess over mortgages. That is correct, is 

itnot? ^ ^ Ai 

Mr. Andrews. That is right. 

Going back to your first question, Mr. Kenney, you spoke only of 
distribution and of course I directed my answer to that specific ques- 
tion, but obviously there could be, and tliere. was, of course in most 
cases, a profit to the builder betwecji what he got for the building and 
what it cost. 

You asked about the distribution and I didn’t make my answer 
broad enough to cover the profits of the builders themselves. 

Mr. Kenney. In case the building is constructed by the builder, 
himself, or a subsidiary company, and this company earns a profit, 
that profit is taxable at the regular income rate ? 

Mr. Andrews. Ordinarily, yes, sir. 

Mr. Kenney. You stated there was some 1,150 section 608 cases that 
your department has investigated, or I believe that the builders them- 
selves had set out these excess mortgage amounts, is that true ? 

Mr. Andrews. Let me explain how I got that information because 
your question is not quite accurate. We did not say that we had in- 
vestigated all of those cases. 

Wliat we did say was that that was a compilation at that time of 
the cases that we could identify as cases in which it appeared from 
tlie tax returns and other information, distributions had been made. 

As to those cases to be investigated, many of them had not been, at 
that time. 

Mr. Kenney. You would be able to make that determination by 
reason of the claim made by the taxpayer in his return ? 

Mr. Andrews. Either by that or by reference to the files of FHA, 
which we did have considerable access to in compiling that list. 

Mr. Kenney. Do you have reason to believe there is a considerably 
larger number than the 1,150 cases that might be similarly involved ? 

Mr. Andrews. I don’t know exactly how many, but I remember in 
I one discussion of this matter there was an indication by our staff 
that there were cases in addition to these 1,100. Just how many there 
I were, I don’t know. I didn’t ask because I was primarily interested 
! m whether or not we were on top of the whole problem, and I was 
satisfied that we were. 

Mr. Kenney. Well, do you have reason to believe from the informa- 
tion that has been presented to you, that there may be considerably 
Daore than the 1,150 cases ? 

Mr . Andrews. There might be several hundred more, yes. 

Mr. Kenney. You think several hundred would be the limit ? 

Mr. Andrews. I wouldn’t want to fix that as a limit. I think I 
<50uld ascertain that for you, but I wouldn’t want to guess, now. It 
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is too important a matter to guess about* I might be able to clarify 
that, if I may for just a moment discuss it with our audit chief, Mr 
Vaughn. 

The Chaibman. You believe there may be many hundreds more 
than the 1,150? 

Mr. Andrews. Yes. 

The Chairman. I don’t think there is any question but what you 
are correct. We have only audited one set of books and tliat is the 
Woodner set* God knows what would happen if we audited a lot more 
of them. 

Mr. Kenney. May I make a further request, that you request the 
witness to make a further investigation and as best he can, to supply 
us with the additional cases that might be involved in excess of 
mortgages. 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. I take it all that Mr. Kenney’s question could possibly 
encompass would be the cases in which the excess mortgage funds re- 
mained in the sponsoring corporation, and it could not encompass 
those cases I gave you in my second category where the surplus funds 
remained in a construction company owned by the same people. 

Mr. Andrews. I might have misunderstood Mr. Kenney’s question 
because I interrupted it to refer to windfall cases, generally. 

Mr. Simon. Of course if you were to include in your compilation 
the cases where the windfall was not in the sponsoring corporation, 
but in the construction company owned by the same people, I take 
it you would have to have a tnorough audit of every set of books 
because you couldn’t get that from the return, itself. 

Mr. Andrews. We would have difficult getting that. 

Mr. EIenney. I agree with General Counsel Simon that there are 
profits in these building corporations. Those profits will also show up 
in these income-tax returns and I would be particularlv interested in 
knowing of those profits where they may be excessive. 

If you can give us any information along that line, I would appre- 
ciate it. 

Mr. Andrews. Now, what do you mean by excessive? 

Mr. Kenney. Well, within excess of 5 percent. 

The Chairman. I don’t know how you can tell whether they are 
excessive, or not. You can only go by income-tax returns. 

Mr. Andrews. I am afraid by the time we got that, this committ^’s 
report would long since be written. 

The Chairman. You can only get information as they file their in- 
come-tax returns. 

Mr. Kenney. You would not have any evidence readily available 
that would not take too long to compile. 

Mr. Andrews. Oh, no. This is a nationwide thing and involves all 
together thousands of cases. I don’t anticipate that we could give 
you a specific and conclusive answer to your question within any 
short time. 

The Chairman. Each apartment building is a corporation, and 
builders would have many, many corporations. 

Then when you get all through juggling their figures and auditing 
their books, it is mute a task. 

Mr. Kenney. Now, I think that it would be readily agreed that in 
our investigation, we have found other cases under other sections of 
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jjie National Housing Act, such as the cooperative housing program, 
section 213, the section 207 program, and perhaps the section 903 and 
the section 90s program that would also involve excess mortgage 
amounts. 

Do you have any record of those cases, or would that information 
bereadily available from your department i 
Mr. Andrews. I don’t have any in that category in mind and I 
doubt seriously — well, I would not want to say that it would be readily 
available in our records. We can only tell from what is in our tax 
returns. 

To find out what those tax returns show, means, first of all, identify- 
ing the return of every person, firm, or corporation engaged in these 
activities to which you refer. 

That in itself would be a very considerable task, to attack it as a 
separate problem. So the answer to your question is that it is not 
readily available. It is there, to the extent that it is disclosed in the 
tax returns that we have, but to get the full and complete answer 
would involve going even beyond that point. 

Mr. Kenney. From your investigation, could yon sav that the excess 
of mortgage over cost is peculiar throughout the FHA", or is it limited 
to maybe a few offices, particularly the larger offices ? 

Mr. Andrews. I haven’t made any geographical analysis of it. Cer- 
tnnly it seems to have shown up all over the country. Not in every 

the^^oimtry^^'^^^^^^ is geographically pretty well spread throughout 

shown up in a majority of the 

I wouldn’t want to say yes or no, to that, because I 
really don’t know at the moment. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Andrews, I want to make sure that the record does 
not inaccurately state the answer to the question Mr. Kenney asked 
you about the retirement to repay the mortgages. 

I take it you u^nderstand that no person is required to repay any of 
these section 608 mortgages. ^ ^ 

Mr. Andrews. That is right. 

tli» 1 y penalty for failing to repay them is that 

the Government may foreclose on the properties? 

Mr. Andrews. Yes. 

Mr. Rennet. But even as late as the day before the Government 
foTOloses, the practice at least has been in the past to permit them to 
^rthdraw any cash that remains in the bank, with no liability to 

Mr. Andrews. Yes. 

toVtort whh’ The third group of questions that I wanted to ask you, 

»hat hannenM pursuing, as you know, in many cases^ 

suspiion^^ttol^fW^® corporations with the 

iSI a “ ^ ^ Sone— and particularly proceeds of 

Wday we asked Mr. Wo!dner at some kngth wLt hannened 
voSd a great number of checks drawn toT^h in what I 

In mo substantial amounts— $5,000, $10,000 and $15 000 

at while that may be an answer to our (piery, that from 
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the tax standpoint you will require in all those cases that they actu- ! 
ally prove what happened to the money before you permit them to 
taae the deductipi^ a^s. a business expense ? 

Mr. Andrews. Our rule is, no proof, no deduction. 

Mr, Simon. We had a case in New York that I think you are fa- 
miliar with, where a lawyer had more than $1 million worth of checks 
drawn to cash, and for a very great many of them he could give us no 
explanation of where the funds went. 

Now, we may guess where they went, but from your standpoint he 
must prove where they went or there is no deduction? Is that right? 

Mr. Andrews. Generally that is our rule ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. I have one more question, sir. 

Mr. Andrews. I don’t want you to construe that answer, now, as 
any Serious qualification, but sometimes you get yourself out on a 
limb when you answer a question about the taxability of income or 
the deductibility of expenditures by making a categorical answer to 
it, but our rule is that the least that could be expected of a taxpayer 
who wants to make a substantial deduction is tliat he tell you what 
he did with the money in order that you may determine whether it 
was deductible under the law. 

Now, of course, you know there is some censure of things that tax- 
payers have deducted or types of items that are not deductible as a 
matter of public policy. 

For instance, bribery is a crime against society and it is not deducti- 
ble under any circumstances that I know of. 

Mr. Simon. The point I am trying to make, Mr. Andrews, we have 
frequently felt frustrated in trying to find out from people where 
money went, that they kept saying that they couldn’t remember, and 
I take it in all those cases, that we have brought out and brought to 
your attention, at the minimum, the taxpayer will have a little diffi- 
culty in getting the deduction allowed. 

Mr. Andrews. I can understand that you could be frustrated by 
that sort of thing, but it doesn’t frustrate us. It frustrates the tax- 
payer because he has to prove it. 

Mr. Simon. We had a case, here, where a builder in the District 
made a gift of some land to his son and then built a section 608 project 
on the land for his son, in which there was a substantial amount of 
mortgaging-out and with the proceeds of that money, he built more 
properties and thereby created a very substantial estate for his son. 

One of the means by . which the mortgaging-out was accomplished 
was the plans, drawings, and specifications for the building were 
drawn by the builder’s construction company, by architects on his pay- 
roll. While we have no accurate information as to what the cost of 
.those plans and specifications were, the application for an FHA mort- 
gage listed the estimated cost of the architect’s fees as about $120,000, 
and then the father’s construction company drew these plans and 
specifications and gave them to the son’s company, the architect, being 
on the payroll of the father’s construction company. 

Is that a permissible income tax act? 

Mr. Andrews. It sounds" more like a gift-tax problem to ine from 
the way you explain it, and considering the enormous increase in value 
of land that seems to have taken place in some of these transactions, 
1 would think that a very interesting gift-tax problem is involved m 
a matter of that kind. 
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Mt. Simon. Wliat you are saying is where the father’s, construction 
company draws the plans and gives them to the son’s rental housing 
property, that is a gift from the father to the son, the the extent 

of the value of the plans ? _ ^ 

Mr. Andrews. You will say give them to his son^s company^ to the 
extent that it might have increased the value of the stock of rtkat com- 
pany, it might be considered a gift, but I was thinking more particu- 
larly of the gift of the land. • * > ' 

5 1 assume the land was of small value wheh^he gave it. 

Mr. Simon. In the case I have in mind, a gift-tax return was filed 
for die gift of the land and a gift- tax paid on the land, but the archi- 
tectural plans and drawings were given free to the son’s company. 

Mr. Andrews. That would be a question of fact as to what was 
intended under the law. 

The Chairman. We are turning over all the information so that 
you may look into it. • 

Mr. Andrews. The information we have gotten here lias been very 
helphil. It has enabled us to organize a good procedure for handling 
these matters. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much, Mr. Andrews. 

We appreciate your testimony. You have been very helpful to us. 
We appreciate it. 

Our next witness will be Mr. Corrigan of the Carmac Corp. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give will 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? : ‘ I ' 

TESTIMONY OF lEO F. CORRIGAN, PRESIDENT, CARMAC CORF., 

ACCOMPANIED BY JOHN J. WILSON AND ROGER WHITEFORD, 

COUNSEL 

Mr. Corrigan. I do. 

The Chairman. I might say with respect to this witness, the testi- 
mony we want from him is purely testimony proving a certain pattern 
in r^pect to this whole matter and the disposal of property that was 
on^inally owned by the Government. 

We are simply putting this witness on to show a pattern with respect 
to this matter, and that is all. 

You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Simon. Will you give your name and address? 

Mr. Corrigan. Leo Corrigan^ Dallas, Tex. 

Mr. Simon. You are the president of Carmac Cofp? 

Mr. Corrigan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. I believe you own half the stock? 

Mr. Corrigan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And the other half of the stock is owned by Mr. Fikes? 

Mr. Corrigan. Leland Fikes, Dallas, Tex. 

Mr. Simon. The Carmac Corp. purchased from the United States 
Government, did it, the rental properties adjacent to the District 
®own as Fairlington and those in the District known as McLean 
Gardens? 

Mr. Corrigan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Approximately when was the purchase, Mr. Corrigan? 
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Mr. OOKRiGAK. Do y OKI mean Hie finish of the purchase ? 

: Mr. SiMOK. Yes. When did the sale take place? 

Mr. Corrigan, At the end of 1946. 

Mr. Simon. At the end of 1946 ? 

Mr. Corrigan. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. And the purchase price was approximately 

Mr. Corrigan. We entered into the contract at the end of 194r> 
The transaction was closed at the end of 1947. 

Mr. Simon. And the purchase price was approximately $42 million! 

Mr. Corrigan. That is right. $43,800,000, 1 think. 

Mr. Simon. Those properties had cost the Government to construct, 
some 4 or 5 years previously, some $48 million ? 

Mr, Corrigan. That is approximately correct. We bought them 
at the depreciated value. 

Mr. Simon. And as I understand it, the capital stock of Carmac 
Corp. is $10,000 ? 

Mr. Corrigan. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Half of which you put up and half of which Mr. Fikes 
put up ? 

Mr. Corrigan. That is correct. 

. Mr. Simon. The contract with the Government provided for a 
$4 million downpayment and a mortgage on the balance of some $38 
or $39 million mortgage for 30 years ? 

Corrigan. The mortgage was, I think, for 28 years. The pay- 
ment was $4 million in cash, which the corporation did borrow, which 
Fikes and I did guarantee. 

Mr. Simon. The corporation borrowed the $4 million, you and Mr. 
Fikes guaranteed it, and the $38 or $39 million balance was a 28-year 
mortgage at 2% percent interest ? 

Mr. Corrigan. That is correct. 

Mr. Stm'^n. And the interest? 

Mr. Corrigan. And the interest. 

. Mr. Simon. And the income from the property in 4 years paid off 
the $4 million loan ? 

Mr. Corrigan. That is approximately correct. 

I might say, Mr. Simon, through that period we had the good for- 
tune of having, one allowable rent increase of 10 percent through the 
period and after the regulations went off, we put in force another 10 
percent increase which made some of that earning possible. 

Mr. Simon. During the period of time you were negotiating with 
the Government for the purchase of the property, was the principal 
Government employee with whom you negotiated, the manager of the 
Defense Homes Corporation ? . , 

Mr. Corrigan. William Zeigler,yeA sir. - 

Mr. Simon. After the acquisition of the property you hired Mr. 
Ziegler as. your manager? 

Mr. Corrigan. That I did, sir. 

Mr. Simon. These properties were under the general supervision of 
the Federal Public Housing Administraiton ? ' ‘ 

.Mr, Corrigan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And the General Counsel Federal Public Housing sit-* 
nation was David Elliott? i 

; Mr, Corrigan. Y es, sir. . 
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Mr. Simon. And upon your acquisition of the properties you re- 
tained Mr. Cruth as counsel ? 

. Mr, Corrigan. Yes. 

ilr. Simon. Why the 21/2 percent interest ? , , j - 

Mr. Corrigan. Mr. Simon, I might say that we calculated in our 
offer of purchase that we were overpaying for the properties, and cal- 
i ciliated what we could afford to pay at the reduced interest rate. ^ 

I The Chairman. In other words, you talked the Government into 

Mr. Corrigan. No; we calculated ourselves and made an offer. 

The Chairman. You are a good businessman. You talked them 

Mr. Corrigan. Well, Senator, I borrowed money at that period at 3 
percent ; yes, sir. 

The Chairman. All other FHA mortgages run 4 and 4% percent. 
That is my point. 

Mr. Corrigan. That is correct. That is true. 

The Chairman. And of course the other pattern here is that you 
hired the people connected with the contract — ^the negotiators later 
went ot work for you ? 

Mr. Corrigan. That is right. I bought a lot of properties and each 
time I have attempted to hire the staff. 

The Chairman. I mean it is a pattern we have found generally 
tliroughout the country, I am not saying you did anything. I am 
just trying to be factual. 

Mr. Wilson. My name is John J. Wilson. I am a member of the 
Washington law firm of Whiteford, Hart, Carmody and Wilson. My 
senior partner Mr. Roger Whiteford and I are here today at the table. 

On a previous occasion when I was up here, you were kind enough 
to let me make a supplemental statement, and I would like to make a 
few remarks, if you will permit me to do so. 

The Chairman. Of what nature ? 

Mr. Wilson. Of this nature : I gathered from what you said that 
Mr. Corrigan was called here to establish a pattern and not because 
lie was being condemned or criticized for what he did. But the im- 
pression is left, here, that there might have been something improper 

in the employment of Mr. Zeigler 

The Chairman. Let me say this : You are an attorney. The witness 
lif|s already admitted that everything that was said here was factual 
and that is all we are interested in. We are not here to condemn or 
say he did right or wrong. 

I said a moment ago that he was a good businessman, and if he could 
get the interest for 2 percent 

Mr. Wilson. You are not charging liim with any impropriety as to 
Mr. Zeigler and Mr. Cruth ? 

The Chairman. We are proving a pattern here, namely, this gentle- 
man got a 2% interest rate when everybody else paid 4 and 4%. 

No. 2, that the chief people in the negotiations were later hired by 
l^im and are now working lor him. 

Mr. Wilson. There are other facts. For example, the RFC passed 
’ipon this transaction ultimately upon the recommendation of a lawyer 
named Mr. Dyas who wrote an elaborate opinion on the subject. 

Mr. Zeigler had nothing whatsoever to do with passing upon the 
kgality or propriety of this transaction. 
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The Chairman. And another pattern I wish to create here is that 
the corporation behind the mortgage that the Government owns, which 
is about a $40 million mortgage, that there was only $10,000 paid in in 
capital and that is the corporation, and if it doesn’t pay out, this 
gentleman walks away and leaves it and the Government gets it, back 
because the corporation only has $10,000. ’ 

Mr. Wilson. There are several answers to that, one of which is — 

The Chairman. Just factually 

Mr. Wilson. I understand, but you leave the situation in an unfair 
position insofar as Mr. Corrigan and Mr. Fikes are concerned. 

I wdnt to state this factually if we are discussing facts. 

The fact of the matter is that these two gentlemen have put up as 
collateral their wealth behind this loan. The fact is that these prop- 
erties have been kept up in excellent condition. The fact is that m 
7 years, the Government has received back $7 million. 

The fact is that I dare say the Government hasn’t got better collat- 
eral for any loan it has made. 

The Chairman. All right; thank you, sir. We appreciate your 
testimony, but we don’t need any speeches this morning. 

Thank you, sir. 

The Chairman. Mr. Franklin D. Kichards, former FHA Com- 
missioner. 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help, you 
Godi 

TESTIMONY OF FRANKLIN D. RICHARDS, WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. Kichards. I do, sir. 

The Chairman. Will you give your full name to the reporter, 
please ? 

Mr. Richards. Franklin D. Kichards. 

The Chairman. Your address? 

Mr. Richards. 712 Washington Building, Washington, D. C. 

The Chairman. You were the FHA Commissioner from what year 
to what year? 

Mr. Richards. From July 1947 to June 30, 1952. 

The Chairman. June 30, 1952? 

Mr. Richards. That is right. 

The Chairman. What were you in FHA, prior to becoming FHA 
Commissioner ? 

Mr. Richards. I started in FHA in 1934 as a State director oh the 
State of Utah ; I stayed there until 1941, and I became the director 
for the 11 Western States, Alaska, and Hawaii, until 1945, and then 
I became an Assistant Commissioner in charge of field operations un- 
til I was appointed Commissioner. 

The Chairman. We have, I think, just one question, or one problem 
in connection with your testimonv, and it womt take long, ana that is 
the contract you entered into with the Woodner Corp. and the money 
they paid you shortly after you resigned. 

We just want to know one thing : 

For what purpose was this — what did you do for the fee ? 

You may proceed, Mr. Simon. 
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Mr. Simon. Mr. Richards, I believe you resigned as Commissioner 
of the Federal Housing Administration on June 30, 1952? 

Mr. Richards. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. We have a copy of a letter written, or dated July 22, 
I9S2, from Ian Woodner to H. Loy Anderson, which authorizes Mr. 

Anderson, who I believe was a former FHA employee, wasn’t he 

Mr. Richards. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. To employ you. 

I would like to read that letter : 

Dear Mr. Anderson : This is with further reference to our several conversa- 
tions with you and others In connection with our attempt to obtain approval of 
the Federal Housing Administration and the District of Columbia government 
to certify transient occupancy and commercial space in our liock Creek Plaza, 
Inc., project. 

We have just been advised by the District of Columbia authorities that under 
no circumstances will they deviate from their regulations. Therefore, it will be 
necessary for you to again intercede for us with the Federal Housing Adminis- 
tration to permit the occupancy of a number of our apartments for transient use. 

This is to authorize and direct you to represent us before the FHA to obtain 
the necessary approval and to obtain Mr. Franklin D. Richards to assist you In 
this effort. Mr. Richards’ compensation shall be as follows : $2,500 herewith — 

and the first check is dated July 24, 1952 — 

with an additional payment of $2, .500 to be made by us to him, on or before 
September 10, 1952. The total sum of $5,000 is to be paid as a retainer for 
this work in connection with this effort. In the event that you are successful 
in obtaining the approval from the FHA for the occupancy of a sufficient num- 
ber of accommodations on a transient basis so as to obtain certificates of occu- 
pancy from the District of Columbia for the commercial spaces as shown in the 
drawings approved by the FHA, an additional $5,000 shall be due and payable on 
or before October 15, 1952, or 30 days from receipt of such approval, whichever 
is later. 

It is further understood that we will dispose of this loan to a long-term ledger 
I subject to a satisfactory servicing agreement providing for the MetropoUtan 
Mortgage Co. to service this loan at one-eighth of 1 percent. 

Was that agreement entered into by you ? 

Mr. Richards. After that letter was written to Mr. Anderson, he 
^r^Dsmitted a copy of it to rne and I accepted the agreement with Mr. 
Anderson to counsel with him and Mr. Woodner and his associates, 
relative to this matter under discussion. 

I did so and we received the fees, as you undoubtedly have a record 
of the payments, there. 

Mr. Simon. On May 22, 1952, while you were still Federal Housing 

tommissioner, had Thomas C. Barringer, who was then — and now is 

f ^i^ector of the District of Columbia Insuring Office, turned down 
““®^Woodner request for permission to make pax't of the property a 

Mr. Richards. I didn’t understand your question. 

the subject matter, but I didn’t understand your question. 

Mr. Simon. Had Thomas C. Barringer, the director of the District 
01 CoJumbia FHA office, turned down that application for permis- 

project into transient rooms, on May 22, 1952? 
Mr. Richards. I understand that he did and at the time that he 
0% however, I am not sure that I was acquainted with that fact. 

However, the matter was called to my attention presumably some 
weeks later than that when Mr. Anderson and Mr. Woodner requested 

appointment to see me and my staff to discuss tliis matter of 
transient occupancy in the project. 
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n. Mr. Simon. And Mr. Woodner and Mr. Anderson discussed the 
matter with you while you were still Commissioner ? 

Mr. Richards. Yes, they did, at that meeting which I I'ef erred to. 
That W£^ some time along in the middle of June, I would say, at 
which time tlie staff members, including Mr. Barringer, I think 
.and others reviewed the matter, and my suggestion at that time, and 
the conclusion reached at that time was that the staff members should 
work with the sponsors and with the District of Columbia building 
officials to see if some satisfactory solution could be worked out. 

No decision was reached other than to cooperate to see if a solution 
could be reached. 

Mr. Simon. And subsequently didn’t the District of Goliunbia 
people remain adamant, that they wouldn’t change their position 
and by letter of August 22, 1952, the National Office of FHA, in 
a letter signed by Clyde Powell, overruled Barringer and permitted 
250 units to be turned into transient use ; is that correct ? 

. Mr. Richards. Apparently so. 

* Mr. Simon. Are you familiar with this letter of August 22, 1952? 

Mr. Richards. I don’t think I have ever seen it. I have heard 
about it. 

Mr. Simon. At any rate you knew that the activity was successful 
when you earned the $10,000 and not the $5,000 ? 

The Chairman. And the $9,000 was paid ? 

Mr. Richards. The $9,600 was paid over a period of time. 

The Chairman. July 24, as I understand it, $25 in November, 
$1,000 in December, $1,000 in February the following year, $1,000 in 
February, $250, $250, $300, and $300. 

Mr. Richards. Those payments were all made to me. They were 
deposited in my firm’s account and not in my own personal account 
because we were rendering this service as a firm. 

The Chairman. Any mrther questions ? 

Thank you very much. 

Our next witness will be Mr. Curt C. Mack, former FHA manager. 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? 

Mr. Mack. I do. 

Mr. Simon. Will you give your full name and address for the 
reporter? 

Mr. Mack. My name is Curt C. Mack. My business address No. 
16 Park Avenue, Baltimore, Md. 

Mr. Simon. You were chief underwriter. 

The Chairman. In this statement, Mr. Richards, you say you did 
absolutely nothing for this $10,000 ; is that true ? 

Mr. Richards. No, I do not say that. I say I did not represent 
Mr. Woodner before the agency. Neither did I make any personal 
contacts. 

The Chairman. What was the $10,000 paid you for ? 

Mr. Richards. $10,000 was paid me for consulting with Mr. Wood- 
ner, his attorney, and members of his staff, with reference to this 
particular matter, and that involved the matter of transient occupancy, 
the policy of FHA with reference to that, the matter of seasonal 
occupancy, the matter of furnished apartments, the matter of termi- 
nation of rents in these seasonal and transient occupancy instances. 
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The Chairman. Yes, but the contract you entered into, Mr. Rich- 
ards, specifically said you were hired to handle the matter of 250 rooms 
becoming a hotel. - Is that not true ? 

Mr. Richards. The contract 

Mr. Simon. Let me read it again, if I may, Mr. Richards. 

I am just reading the pertinent part. It is addressed to Mr. Ander- 
son and says : 

It will be necessary for you — 
meaning Anderson — 

to again intercede for us with the Federal Housing Administration to permit 
the occupancy of a number of our apartments for transient use. This is to 
authorize and direct you to represent us before before FHA to obtain this neces- 
sary approval, and to retain Mr. Franklin I. Richards to assist you in this effort. 
Mr. Richards’ compensation shall be as follows : $2,500 herewith, with an addi- 
tional payment of $2,500 to be made by us to him on or before September 10, 
1952. The sum total of $5,000 to be paid as a retainer for this work in connec- 
tion with this effort. In the event you are .successful in obtaining the approval 
from FHA for the occupancy of a sufficient number of accommodations on a 
transient basis so as to obtain certificates of occupancy from the District of 
Columbia for the commercial spaces as shown on the drawings approved by FHA, 
on additional $5,000 shall be due and payable on or before October 15, ii)52, or 
30 days from the receipt of such approval, whichever is later. 

Mr. Richards. It must be remembered that that letter was written 
to Mr. Anderson and not to me. 

Mr. Simon. And I understood you to testify that he sent you a 
copy of it. 

Mr. Richards. He let me have a copy of it, and the purpose of my — 
and the reason that I received a fee was to consult with Mr. Ander- 
son and with Mr. Woodner and his staff members as to the policy of 
[ the FHA, with reference to this type of case, and I reviewed with 
them these various details which I mentioned to you. 

The Chairman. Mr, Richards, I am sorry we had to make an ex- 
ample of you, but we have had too many experiences in the past with 
witnesses, when they get all through, they nand out statements and 
ask us to put them in the record, and we have been putting them in 
the re; ord for them without reading them and then we discover later 
that the statements ivere just half-truths and in many instances down- 
right false, and in many instances did not cover the subject matter 
to which the man testified. 

Mr. Richards. I am pleased you asked me to I’eply. 

The Chairman. I know you didn’t intend to have it that way. 

Mr. Richards. I did not, and I am very happy that you d£i ask me 
to reply. 

The Chairman. Without objection, we will place this statement in 
the record, but we are getting a little tired of witnesses who try to take 
wantage of our kindness in permitting them to put something in the 
statement that we didn’t read in advance. We had an example like 
that with Mr. Cafritz when he was a witness; we had that example 
With Mr. Manilow yesterday or the day before ; and we have had it 
in many other instances when they hire these high-pressure fellows 
to get out statements and hand them out and put things in them, of 
weren’t even said in their testimony. 

1 wanted you to see that before we distributed it. 
Ihe Chairman. We appreciate that. Without objection, it will be 
made a part of the record. 
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(The document referred to follows:) 

Statement of Franklin D. Richards 

A question has been raised as to my relationship with Ian Woodner and his 
Rock Creek Plaza Apartment project, in Washington, D. C. 

Following my resignation in J*une of 1952, as Commissioner of FHA, and my 
departure from FHA employment, Mr. Woodner requested me to advise him in 
connection with the Rock Creek Plaza project. I informed him that I would 
not represent him before FHA or contact Housing officials on matters considered 
by me while I was Commissioner. However, knowing that he had an attorney, 
I agreed to consult with the attorney and Mr. Woodner. I did not at any time 
appear before the Housing Agency or contact any FHA officials in connection 
with this project. 

As far as I know, I had only two contacts with Mr. Woodner while I was with 
FHA. In one matter a decision was made contrary to his request and the other 
matter was referred back to the FHA staff for further consideration. 

TESTIMONY OE GUET C. MACK, BALTIMORE, MB. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Mack, would you again give the reporter your 
name and address, please? 

Mr. Mack. My name is Curt C. Mack, and my present business 
address is No. 16 Park Avenue, Baltimore, Md. 

Mr. Simon. You were chief underwriter for FHA during what 
period of time? 

Mr. Mack.- Excuse me, Mr. Simon. I never had the title of chief 
underwriter. 

Mr. Simon. I am sorry. What was your title? 

Mr. Mack. My first title in FHA was zone manager and subse- 
quently I was director of appraisal^ and the title I had for the longest 
term of my service was Assistant Commissioner in charge of under- 
writing. 

Mr. oiMON. Wlien were you Assistant Commissioner in charge of 
underwriting ? What year ? 

Mr. Mack. I was appointed Assistant Commissioner in 1943, but 
the duties I then assumed were practically identical with those that 
I had previously under an earlier title, as of September 1940. 

Mr. Simon. Your position as Assistant Commissioner in charge 
of underwriting was the top underwriting man in the United States, 
in the Federal Housing Administration ; is that right ? 

Mr. Mack. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And all of the underwriters in the field were responsible 
to you ? 

Mr. Mack. In a sense limited to the so-called technical, or under- 
writing operation, only. Not personnel wise. 

Mr. Simon. Do I understand correctly that the underwriting de- 
partment of FHA had the responsibility for at least initially deter- 
mining the estimated replacement cost on which the maximum amount 
of the mortgage was based ? 

Mr. Mack. Yes, sir. That responsibility was delegated by the 
Washington underwriting headquarters to the various underwriting 
staffs in the insuring offices,in the States and Hawaii, Puerto Rico, ana 
Alaska. 

The underwriting headquarters reserved the responsibility and the 
right to design appropriate technical procedures, to supervise those 
procedures, and to participate at the request of administrative officers 
or field underwriters in controversial cases. 
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jfr. Simon. Mr. Mack, in 1942 Congress passed section 608 of the 
Housing Act which permitted mortgages up to 90 percent of the Com- 
missioner’s estimate of the replacement cost of the property. In 1947 
Congress passed the act of December 31, 1947, which provided, as you 
will recall, just a two-sentence law, which provided in the second sen- 
tence that in making his estimates of replacement costs, the Commis- 
sioner shall make his estimates as close as possible to the actual cost 
of efficient building operations. You will recall those five words as 
being the precise words of the act : “Actual cost of efficient building 
operations.” 

Mr. Mack. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Would you tell us briefly what FHA did to insure com- 
pliance with the act of 1947, by its underwriting offices around the 
country ? 

Mr. Mack. Insofar as introducing any basic change in the under- 
writing concept of appropriate cost estimation, the effect was nominal, 
for this reason. I had always, and my colleagues, in cost-^ti mating 
work, had always taken what I believe to be called an objective ap- 
proach to costs. We never maintained that the cost estimate with 
respect to any single project was the precise cost which would be en- 
countered, because that would have been an impossible task. Always 
the instructions — and this was true not only with respect to section 
608 but the instruction of the field offices with cost estimates in section 
203, and other sections, was to make those cost estimates in connection 
with the normal building practices of efficient builders operating in the 
area in which the subject property was situated. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Mack, so frequently we get a builder before us whose 
actual costs were as much as one-third under FHA’s estimates and we 
say, how could that happen, and invariably tlie answer is, “I was an 
efficient builder.” But the statute required tliat all of the estimates be 
made on the basis of the actual costs of efficient building operations. 

Mr. Mack. Yes, Mr. Simon. I myself and I don’t believe my col- 
leagues ever had access to the actual costs encountered by builders with 
respect to specific projects they were building. 

Mr. Simon. You say you did not? 

Mr. Mack. We never did. 

Mr. Simon. The charter of every section 608 corporation that ever 
got an FHA mortgage was required to file annual statements with the 
Commissioner and every annual statement that I have even seen — and 
I have seen several hundred of them — lists the actual cost of construc- 
tion of the project. 

Mr. Mack. 1 beg your pardon. • I wasn’t sufficiently clear^ in my 
explanation. The underwriting services involving costs were in- 
variably prior to the commencement of construction. 

Mr. Simon. For that project. 

Mr. Mack. And once those costs will be estimated, we thought — 
and I still believe pursuant to the law and the instruction, that the 
Commissioner shall make an estimated cost, a commitment to insure 
a mortgage was based, in section 608, almost entirely on those costs, 
long before any costs of construction had actually be encountered. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever check the actual costs when these buil^nga 
'vere completed, as a check on how your estimates were working out ? 

Mr. Mack. We tried to. The insuring offices, each director \ 7 as 
a member of the chartered corporation. In fact, he was a director, 
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and those reports were sent not only to Washington — I believe tliey 
went to the Rental Housing Division, they did not sfo to the under- 
writers — but the^ Vere placed also in the hands of the director of 
insuring office which had jurisdiction over the area in wliich the prop- 
erty was situated. 

We used those reports largely for purposes of checking operating 
expenses and the accuracy of them. 

The Chairman. How did you miss so many times ? 

Mr. Mack. I can’t answer that. 

The Chairman. Were you aware at the time that you were missing? 

Mr. Mack. No. 

Mr. Simon. You say you weren’t aware? 

Mr. Mack. Not in all of these cases. These so-called windfalls 
were a shock to me. 

Mr. Simon. You say you were shocked at the disclosures ? 

Mr. Mack. At the extent of the alleged windfalls. 

Mr. Simon. Are you familiar with the letter dated June 30, 1950, 
a little over 4 years ago, from the Comptroller General to the Conunis- 
sioner of the FederalHousing Administration ? 

Mr. Mack. I am sorry I don’t identify it by that description. 

Mr. Simon. Under date of June 30, 1950, the Comptroller General 
wrote a letter to the Commissioner of the Federal Housing Admin- 
istration pointing out specific areas of administrative deficiencies, and 
especially weaknesses in the underwriting and appraisal operation, 
and that letter specifically mentions, and I quote from the letter- 

insurance commitments are based on values established by PHA underwriting 
representatives. In many instances these appraisals exceed the estimales sub- 
mitted by the builders or contractors. 

Was that letter made available to you in 1950 ? 

Mr. Mack. I have no recollection of it but I don’t want to try to 
get technical in underwriting work, particularly in valuation, but we 
constantly maintained that under the law we did not value section 608 
properties in the sense of an appraiser’s use of the term “valuation.” 

lection 608 mortgage determinations were based — as we have said 
previously right here — on an estimated cost, and to us in our practice, 
cost does not, per se, constitute value. 

Mr. Simon. Oh, not at all, but you were required to estimate ihe 
r^lacement cost of the property, and in countless cases your estimate 
01 cost was as much as 30 percent and 35 percent off, from the actual 
cost. 

Mr. Mack. I have no recollection of the letter. The cost estima,tes 
were made in field offices, the volume was terriffic and our supervision 
was as vigorous as we could perform out of the Washington head- 
quarters. 

Mr. Simon. We had occasion in Chicago, the Michi^n Shore 
Apartments where the sponsor filed an application with FHA esti- 
mating the cost at $7,200,000. FHA estimated the cost of that same 
project at $8,650,000, $1,450,000 more than the sponsor and the build- 
ing, when finished, had actual costs within $5(1000 of the sponsor’s 
estimate. . He hit it right on the button and FHA was a million and 
a half off. How could you explain that ? 

Mr. Mack. T don’t know the case. 

Mr. Simon. Michigan Shores, at 1350 Lake Shore Drive, 
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The Chairman. You see, the unfortunate part about that was that 
tliey based the rents, then, on eight-million-six-hundred-and-some- 
thousaiid dollars plus the cost of the land and other costs which 
brought it up over $9 million. This gave them a windfall of about, 
I think Mr. Bard, of the General Accounting Office, figured for us and 
basso testified, $112,000 a year in additional rentals that they wouldn’t 
have had otherwise. Over a period of 30 years that was a $3,360,000 
windfall in rents. 

Mr. Mack. I am not familiar with that case but it would appear that 
FHA in its cost estimates was over about 15 percent. 

The Chairman. It should have been 90 percent of $7 million. It 
was $8,050,000, so you missed it about $2 million, which would be about 
22 or 23 percent. 

Mr. Mack. I couldn’t speak to a specific case. Senator. I never have 
seen it. I would be glad if you wish to attempt to review the case. 

The Chairman. Isn’t it a fact that the Commissioner at the time 
the Congress passed this law in 1947, paid absolutely no attention 
to it? 

Mr. Mack. I beg your pardon. 

The Chairman. The Commissioner paid no attention to the 1947 
law passed by the Congress saying that it must be based upon efficient 
building operations ? 

Mr. Mack. I could not say that. 

The Chairman. You just testified a minute ago 

Mr. Mack. I said in my own thinking that it had relatively little 
effect because we had — in underwriting — because we had always tried 
to seek out those costs which represented a typical level of cost of 
efficient builders in the community. 

The Chairman. Is that why you say now that you said you were 
amazed ? Or what did you say a minute ago of the number we have 
exposed ? 

Mr. Mack. The alleged widespread windfalls. 

The Chairman. You say you are amazed at it. 

Mr. Mack. Yes. 

The Chairman. They are no longer alleged. They are now a real- 
ity. 

Mr. Mack. If they are proved I don’t know it. 

The Chairman. You haven’t evidently been following the hear- 
ings. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Mack, in eveiy case that we have had that I can 
recall, where witnesses have testified here that their actual costs were 
two, three, four and five million dollars less than the mortgage pro- 
ceeds, the audit report of those sponsors which were filed with FHA 
in a reasonably short period after the project was completed, disclosed 
the costs which have now been disclosed here publicly for the first 
time, but these audit reports have been on file with FHA for years, 
bid anybody ever look at them ? 

Mr. Mack. I am certain they did in rental housing but I did not 
have access to those, as I recall, as a routine matter. I don’t recall 
seeing them. 

Mr. Simon. The underwriting department didn’t look at them ? 

Mr. Mack. No, sir. Occasionally we requested them for a different 
reason. That is to determine operating expenses, or data for our 
processing future cases. 
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Mr. Simon. But you didn’t look at them for the purpose of checkiiig 
on your estimates of cost ? 

, Mr. Mack. No; but they were available in field offices and I must 
assume, in logical procedure, that the field office where the cost esti- 
mates were made, did have access to that data. 

Mr. Simon. I have just one more question : We have been repeatedly 
told that the routine maner for estimating costs l)y FHA, in the field, 
was if an estimator had to estimate the cost of a 4-apartment building, 
he would take off his quantities and make a real estimate for the 4- 
apartment building. And then if he had a 400-apartment building, 
he would take his costs for the 4 apartments and multiply it lOU, 
and that would be his cost for the 400-apartment building. 

Is there any basis for that information being given to us ? 

Mr. Mack. If I ever caught one of our estimators doing it that way 
I would give them a verbal spanking, or worse. W^e had complete 
and, I’m quite certain, adequate cost procedures set up for use in field 
offices. Cfost data was accumulated monthly under a prescribed pro- 
cedure. The so-called 1-4 family dwellings which were highly repeti- 
tive in almost all insuring offices because previously the bulk of the 
business had been in that, had been set up in what we called cost 
locality adjustments for easy cost estimating. 

Mr. Simon. Then, how do you account for the fact that in this 
Shirley-Duke property just outside the District, the Commissioner 
estimated the cost at roughly $15 million and the cost turned out to be 
$10.5 million ? 

Mr. Mack. You take me into the realm of supposition, Mr. Simon. 

Mr. Simon. I was just hoping you could give us an explanation on 
how that might have happened. 

Mr. Mack. I will try. 

The volume of section 608 business presented to our insuring offices, 
and particularly the insuring offices situated in the larger metro- 

E olitan areas deluged the staff. You will excuse me if I am inaccurate 
ut these are approximate : I recall in the New York office, for instance, 
we had a backlog of section 608 processing which would, by its normal 
processing procedure, go 6 months. The act was approaching an 
expiration date and the pressures to get this business processed were 
immense. 

Mr. Simon. It was a good thing and everybody wanted in before 
the act expired. 

Mr. Mack. Yes; but it was a hard time getting the builders started 
building but once the ball was rolling it snowballed and the avalanche 
of business was immense, 

Mr. Simon. They were slow to get in but once they saw how good 
it was they were real interested ; is that right? 

Mr. Mack. It was the impact of a tremendous housing demand 
that was attempted to be satisfied by a hitherto unbelievably loose 
credit system but it was not our purpose to make that loose. We 
were trying to follow procedures. Mr. Foley, I believe, was Com- 
missioner at the time Mr. Kichards was Assistant Commissioner in 
charge of field operations and the need to get some kind of a. piece 
of machinery which would do a reasonable job and still turn out these 
cases was really tremendous and at that time, as I recall— and I 
would be hard put to set the date — ^^Mr. Foley, himself, wrote a letter 
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{0 the insuring offices and as is proper, I suppose, in a good assistant 
commissioner, I wrote a letter and said, “Me too.” 

What it said was : 

Now, you can take shortcuts In your cost estimation provided you are con- 
Tinced that you will get a reasonably adequate conclusion, and you may use 
data which you have accumulated on processing similar properties on previous 
occasions — 

trying to save the material that had been validly created. 
that time I think there were a good many pretty wide variations 
from the established cost-estimation procedure. Excuse me, I know 
you won’t want me to make a speech. 

‘ The Chairman. That is very interesting. You and Mr. Foley got 
out a letter where you said to hurry up and if there could be any 
shortcuts taken, to go ahead. 

Mr. Mack. But 1 shook my finger in the letter and said, “Don’t go 
haywire. You must be convinced.” 

These men in the insui'ing offices, and we are speaking of the cost 
men, were experienced but the experience they had was in 1-, 2-, 3,- 
and 4-family dwellings and estimates ; they are confronted suddenly 
with a 6- or 8- or 10-stoi’y building involving steel, concrete, engi- 
neering, elevators, and all manner of things, and that was particu- 
larly true in the larger offices and the difficulties were enormous. 

I am not trying to apologize for the staff, 1 am trying to answer 
possibilities of things that arose. 

Mr, Kenney. At the time section 608 was enacted in 1942, the 
r^uirement for economic soundness was not included in this par- 
ticular section of the act, although it had been included in all previous 
sections of the act. Do you have any explanation for that‘s 

Mr. Mack. Oh. yes. I think it was a matter of general understand- 
ing in the whole Administration, that the words “economic soundness” 
to us, meant that the property should have a value equal at least to 
its cost, that it should give evidence of continuity and of market- 
ability. That is continuity of market demand. So that our valua- 
tions would reflect a long-term use, or investment value, rather than 
just an immediate productivity. And the whole legislative testi- 
mony, as I recall, wlien title X, itself, was being devised, was that 
it was to meet an extraordinary, unusual situation, and that there 
was a much higher degree of risk to be involved in connection with 
the insurance of these mortgages, because of a greater degree of 
doubt of the continuity of need or demand, migration and movement 
of people into areas which did not give evidence of continued need 
after the war. 

Mr. Kenney. It was expected losses might be incurred in excess 
of what might have been incurred, had the act been based on economic 
soundness. 

Mr. Mack. The better the underwriter tlie more frightened he was 
of the import and implications of title XI at that time, although the 
experience has been much better than any of us anticipated. 

Mr. Kenney. The real reason was to produce a large amount of 
housing which was critically needed for the war effort. 

Mj. Mack. So I understand. 

Mr. Simon. Was there any reason why there was very little mort- 
gaging out in 1944 and 1945, when the war was going on — very little 
mortgaging out in 1946, 1947, and 1948, during this critical postwar 
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period that everybody talks about when we so desperately needed 
housing, and that all the big mortgaging-out cases involving many 
millioi^s. of dollars all occurred in 1949, 1950, and 1951, when that 
critical period no longer existed ? 

Mr. Mack. The only thing I can attribute it to, Mr. Simon, is 
something I have mentioned previously of the tremendous volume of 
work. Section 608 got a slow start. 

Mr. Simon. As needs for housing decreased, the desires of the 
builders inci’eased? 

Mr. Mack. It did run postwar, considerably. 

Mr. Simon. The big mortgaging out occurred in 1950 and 1951? 

Mr. Mack. Some in 1949, but most in 1950 and 1951. 

I think that was possibly due to pressure and the shortcutting of 
costs. That is conjectural and I didn’t know that before. 

Mr. Simon. Do you think the pressure in the offices to get these 
things out could have resulted in more carelessness than there should 
have been ? 

Mr. Mack. Not so much carelessness as actual exhaustion in at- 
tempts to meet the demand. Some of these men would work nights 
and all night, and the Commissioner himself tried to discourage them 
from doing it, but th^ did. I know many of them did reach the 
point of exhaustion. They would make the most ludicrous errors as 
We all do when we pass the fatigue point. 

Mr. Kenney. Was the need for housing just as critical in the post- 
war period, for returning veterans, as during the war period? 

Mr. Mack. Well I think so, Mr. Kenney. On balance — that is, all 
together, it varied widely, as you know, by locality, yes. 

Mr. Kenney. Was the FHA put in a position of having to pro- 
mdte housing and at the same time determine acceptability for mort- 
gage insurance? 

Mr. Mack. Yes, but I wouldn’t let the underwriters do it, generally. 
There were meetings up and down and across the country to explain 
the facilities of not only section 608, but also section 603, as I recall, 
but particularly section 608’s. 

Mr. Kenney. From a sound mortgage operation viewpoint, that 
is not a sound mortgage operation ; is itf 

Mr. Mack. I will accept that as a conclusion. Yes, sir. No, sir. 

Mr. Kknney. Did you have difficulties in adequacy of staff in the 
processing of costs and the other underwriting operations? 

Mr. Mack. The difficulties were tremendous. Not only in connec- 
tion with processing, but in connection with adequate Compliance in- 
spections. We were finally able to convince, we thought, parsimoni- 
ous personnel and budget officers to give us what we called then a 
movable force of inspectors who after the project had been put into 
operation, and into construction, that is — we liad to make the inspec- 
tions as the moneys were paid out by the lenders and we had a staff 
of some 70 men, but the insuring offices could not be augmented as to 
cost estimators, architects, and mortgage creditmen, because men can’t 
be trained that quickly, they couldn’t be found. They were scarce in 
those days. Our personnel difficulties were great. 

Mr. Kenney. You were severely handicapped from the standpoint 
of inadequacy of personnel ? 

Mr. Mack. Yes. 
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Mr. Kenney. In the FHxi there are two large divisions. One is 
the Rental Housing Division, and the other is the Underwriting 
Division. 

The Underwriting Division has responsibility for determining the 
economic soundness or the acceptability of mortgages. 

The Rental Housing Division had administrative direction over 
field offices covering the administrative direction of section 608. The 
Rental Housing Division, did it have any authority in your organiza- 
tional setup, to determine, or to make your determination of economic 
soundness, or did they have any authority over you in any way to 
cause you to make decisions that they might want made? 

Mr. Mack. With respect to underwriting matters. 

Mr. Kenney. As to economic soundness or acceptability of mort- 
gages? 

Mr. Mack. No; we often argued, as we did with other administra- 
tive pers6nnel, who had responsibilities to get the job done, they would 
not push, but give us arguments, valid arguments, I thought, but 
ultimately when an underwriting decision was made, it was the deter- 
mination of the chief underwriter in the insuring office affected. If 
.someone wished to appeal that, even an administrative officer of the 
administration, it could by request be sent to Washington for review. 
If it were so sent, it would be reviewed in the appropriate section of 
the Underwriting Division and a finding would have been recom- 
mended. The only man who had authority to overrule an under- 
writing decision was the Commissioner, himself, and in my total 
ex[)erience, that was never done except by full conference and collabo- 
ration. It was actually done in a very few cases. 

Mr. Kenney. The decision was really one made by the field office, 
subject to review if requested by the Underwriting Office? 

Mr. Mack. Yes. If the field office requested a review, it very fre- 
quently was sent in by the chief officer of an insuring office — ^namely, 
the Director — to his regional officer. And, if it involved under- 
writing — and many of the cases did not involve underwriting, they 
involved policy, such as the one I heard here discussed later as to 
whether or not to permit any commercial, but if it involved under- 
writing, it was referred to the underwriting headquarters and it was 
referred in turn to the section concerned. 

Mr. Kennedy. Was it the policy of the Underwriting Division of 
the Washington Office to overrule the field underwriter in any cases 
other than cases in which he was clearly in the wrong? 

Mr. Mack. No. There are eight sections in the underwriting head- 
quarters and all of them, by long practice and policy, would never even 
juake such a finding without collaboration, either by correspondence, 
py phone, or by personal supervisory contact with the insuring office 
myolved, because so many problems are entirely local in scope, which 
peculiar but proper results. 

U^^nderwriting in Washington would never overrule an underwriter’s 
nnding in the absence of obvious error. 

u, j ‘ ?^P^ney. Do you feel the underwriter’s decision was based on 
tne decision of his section chiefs? 

Would you explain the process in the office, how these various sec- 
tion chiefs would come to a decision and that would finally be sub- 
tiutted to the Chief Underwriter? 
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Mr. Mack. Well, as you know, there were variations in this pro. 
cedure according to the type of case being processed. 

Did you have particular reference to section 608 type cases? 

Mr. Kenkky. Primarily section 608, but it would apply to all cases, 
would it not? 

Mr. Mack. When a case was received in the insuring office—that 
is application was formally filed by a lender — the lender, the approved 
lender was the only person who could file application for a mortgage 
insurance contract. The case was duly recorded and then sent to a 
man who made a review of it to see if it was generally eligible. And 
by that I mean if it met the basic requirements of the law and the 
standard practices of underwriting procedure. 

If so, tlie case was then routed to the separate sections having juris- 
diction. 

For instance, if it was a new case, invariably it would go, as all 
section 608 business would, to the Architectural Section for a deter- 
mination of the plans — if the plans and specifications were adequate 
to meet the minimum property and other requirements to produce a 
satisfactory result. 

It also went, in the Architectural Section, to the cost-estimating 
part of the Architectural Section. Simultaneously the case went to 
Mortgage Credit to determine if the promoters had enough capital 
available to them to complete the project. And I might point 
out that every section 608 case that did not involve leasehold financing 
had to come to closing with land free and clear, fully paid for, plus 
some working coital. 

When those offices, including the Evaluation Section — which ip this 
case is a misnomer because it did not make an evaluation but it did 
scrutinize the marketability and adequacy of rents, it set up operating 
estimates, operating cost estimates, it set up various other items such 
as what was called [ a reserve for replacement, which is a preferred 
operating cost, estimated taxes, estimated insurance and other items, 
and then those three sections brought them together into a tentative 
conclusion which was then reviewed by a little group called a review 
committee of the Chief Underwriter, who was the Chief, the man in 
charge of underwriting in that office under the direction of the Direc- 
tor, and his section chiefs. 

If they had a meeting of the minds and each had processed his case 
and credit was satisfactory, the property met construction require- 
ments and they made a cost estimation and the rent less the operating 
expenses were adequate to support the mortgage, then the Chief Under- 
writer, he agreeing, made a recommendation to the Commissioner that 
the case be committed for mortgage insurance. 

Mr. Kenney. It was merely a recommendation ? 

Mr. Mack. Oh, yes, sir. All the findings of the underwriters wem 
transmitted in the form of recommendations without exception. 

Mr. Kenney. Was it possible for the Chief Underwriter, or any 
two men in the field office to make a decision which was against the 
best interests of FHA ? 

Mr. Mack. Well, the Chief Underwriter had a great deal of au- 
thority vested in him. He had the authority to overrule findings of 
any one of his section chiefs, or his section’s operations, but if he 
he assumed full responsibility for the finding. 
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Jnst as in Washington underwriting headquarters, if we overrule 
the recommendation of an office, then the responsibility became that of 
the underwriting headquarters. 

If in turn, in the sections, the section chief had the right and fre- 
duently exercised it at that level, to amend or change or overrule the 
fcffitfgs of one of his staff and, if he did so, then it was his responsi- 


bility. 

Mr. Kenney. In the section 608 program and the section 603 pro- 
gram, which was the war-housing program, do you know the number of 
residential units that were constructed? 

Mr. Mack. I believe it ran to 6,000 or 7,000 cases involving 700,000 


units. 

Mr. Kenney. The FHA annual report for 1952 states that the total 
units is 1,096,860 for a total mortgage amount of $7,110,568,000. 

It also states there were over some 7,000 projects. 

Now, in processing 7,000 projects, is it not unusual for a certain 
number of those projects or a certain percent of the projects to be on 
the high side in the estimate of cost ? 

Mr. Mack. Well, I suppose you could say it that way, since the 
underwriting operation cannot, in my opinion, be identified as a 
science, but rather was an art of estimating, which involves a good 
many sciences. There is certainly going to be some degree of error. 
As you may remember, we taught our people that there is no virtue in 
over- or under-evaluations, that our constant effort shall be to strive 
to get the best and most valid data and therefore, have our conclusions 
as accurate as possible. 

I would say that there were certainly probabilities that some would 
be over, and likewise some would be under, and there must have been 
some because I heard some agonized complaints of bankruptcy diffi- 
culties and so forth. 

Mr. Simon. If there is bribery or corruption involved that has no 
relation to undervaluing or overvaluing ? 

Mr. Mack. I am not talking about anything like that. I mean the 
objective approach to try to fi^nd a valid conclusion. 

Mr. Simon. You wouldn’t include in that either the cases where 
the FHA employees would do the work for the builders at night and 
then have the builders present their own work to them for approval ? 

Mr. Mack. I am not talking about any tangents like that, Mr. 
Simon. 


Mr. Simon. I assumed you didn’t. 

Mr. Kenney. During your experience in FHA, have there been 
many cases of dereliction that have been called to your attention? 

Mr. Mack. Dereliction ? How do you mean ? 

Mr. Kenny. In performance. The accepting of gi'atuities — of sub- 
stantial gratuities, such as substantial amounts of money involving 
bribes of $100 or more ? 

Mr. Mack. Well, matters of that sort did not touch my part of 
file operation. They were administrative in character and if suffi- 
ciently aggravated, were referred, I am sure, to our legal division. 

But by virtue of my membership on the executive committee, where 
many things were discussed, I had occasionally those matters brought 

my attention, but I would say the ones that I saw over the years 
jvere relatively few, in comparison to the three or four thousand men 
mdttding the administrative personnel, in the insuring office, but I 
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would not be able to answer that aceurately because many of thosp 
cases never had any contact with my office. 

Mr. Kenney. Do you know what the overall total of the FHA pro- 
gram has resulted in the construction of how many units, or what 
total volume of mortgages? . 

Mr. Mack. I know that the figures are astronomical, and I may have 
a bit of indulgence, that was one of the greatest satisfactions that I 
got out of my work, that we were having a constructive influence in 
providing housing, 

Mr. Kenney. According to the 1952 Federal Housing Keport, I be: 
lieve they set out a total volume of some $29 billion. 

Is it your opinion that the cost estimation done in processing those 
cases had been a reasonably acceptable job ? 

Mr. Mack. Yes. It always was. 

Mr. Simon. At least that is your opinion ? 

Mr. Mack. Yes, it always was my opinion. And I believe, on bal- 
ances, setting section 608’s aside, in the small-dwelling field, I think 
there is a very large degree of accuracy. And if I may speak to that 
point for just a moment, sir : 

The requirements were that cost estimates include prevailing wages 
as determined bv the Department of Labor. 

There could have been an -error, there, by virtue of the efficiency 
of the producing of labor, but our investigation showed that during 
tlie war and immediately after, the productivity of labor was oven 
lower than it was the tendency to estim.ite in the insuring offices. 
They would vary the costs in mate/’ials by about 50 percent, some- 
times because of that. Wliether a builder charged all of his costs to 
a case, I do not know. 

Mr. Kenney. Do you have any further statement you would liko to 
make? 

Mr. Mack. Yes, I have one statement. 

I do not have a written statement to hand out. 

Senator Beall (presiding). Thank you very much. 

The next witness is Mr. Frank Meistrell, General Counsel for FHA. 

Mr. Meistrell, will you raise your right hand, please? 

Do you solemnly swear that the statement you are about to make 
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God? 

TESTIMONY OF FRAinC MEISTRELL, GENERAL COUNSEL, 
FEDERAL HOUSING ADMINISTRATION 

Mr. Meistrell. I do. 

Senator Beall. Give your full name. 

Mr. Meistrell. My name is Frank J. Meistrell. I reside at 3700 
Massachusetts Avenue, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. Simon. You are the General Counsel of the Federal Housing 
Administration ? 

Mr. Meisieell. I am. 

Mr. Simon. You have been general counsel for 3 weeks or 4 weeks? 

Mr. Meistrell. I became general counsel the 15th or 16th of 
August. 

Mr. Simon. 1954? 

Mr. Meistrell. 1954, yes, sir. 
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Mr. Simon. We asked you to be able to tell us, today, how many 
questionnaires the Federal Housing Commissioner has sent this year, 
to section 608 mortgagors, and how many of them answered those 
questionnaires. 

Are you able to give us that information ? 

Mr. Meistrell. x es, sir, lam. 

There were 6,438 questionnaires sent to section 608 mortgagors; 
1261 were completed and returned, 1,100 were returned incomplete, 
and 4,068 were either no repl}^ or did not file a questionnaire but 
claimed certain bases for not responding. 

Mr. Simon. Those questionnaires asked these people whether their 
actual costs were in constructing these projects? 

Mr. Meistrell. That is right" 

Mr. Simon. Do T understand you correctly that two-thirds of them 
have never responded to questionnaires? That is, have never filed 
answers to the questionnaires? 

Mr. Meistrell. That is right. Some of them wrote and wanted an 
extension of time or said the information was not available. 

Mr. Simon. When were those questionnaires sent out? 

Mr. Meistrell. They were sent out on June 17 of this year and the 
information was requested to be returned on or before J uly 15 of this 
year. 

Mr. Simon. And as of October 8, you still have two-thirds of them 
who have not replied to the questionnaires ? 

Mr. Meistrell. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Have you been able to tell how many letters you have 
received which are verbatum; for instance, the letter you received 
from the Plaza Apartments, Inc., of Lubbock, Tex. ? 

Mr. Meistrell. I am not familiar with the letter that you refer to. 

The Chairman. You say you sent out about 7,000 questionnaires? 

Mr. Meistrell. Approximately 6,500, Senator. 

The Chairman. How many did you get back ? 

Mr. Meistrell. We got back complete, 1,261. 

The Chairman. You had a complete answer to your questionnaire? 

Mr. Meistrell. We have had various responses. 

The Chairman. It is right under the law because FHA owns all 
the preferred stock in every one of those corporations. 

Mr. Meistrell. That is correct. 

The Chairman. Do you mean to tell me, then, that these corpora- 
tions are defying the FHA? The owners of all the preferred stock 
and guarantors of the mortgages ? 

Mr. Meistrell. Yes, sir. They have not responded to the ques- 
tionnaire in the numbers tliat I have testified to. 

The Chairman. Has there been any organized effort to keep them 
from doing it? 

Mr. Meistrell. We have been constantly writing to them to get 
the information, but in some instances they have completely ignored 
our request. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Neel will be our next witness. 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will 
w the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
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Mr. Neel. I do. 

Mr. .Simon. Mr. Neel, you are general counsel of 
Bankers Association ? 

Mr. Neel. I am. 

Mr. Simon. I hold in my hand a letter to members, on apparently 
your printed green form, which says : 

To all members from Sam E. Neel. Subject: FHA questionnaire to 608 
mortgagors. 

In the upper righthand corner it says, No. 26-54, issued June 24, 
1954. 

Do you have a copy of that ? 

Mr. Neel. Yes, sir; and I made a copy available to you at your 
request. 

Mr. Simon. Are you the author of that letter? 

Mr. Neel. Yes, indeed. 

Mr. Simon. We would like to put the entire letter in the record, 
but in substance it suggests that FHA mortgagors might very well 
want to consider writing a letter similar to a copy of a letter attached. 

Mr. Neel. I disagree with that conclusion, Mr. Simon, but you are 
at liberty of course to make it. 

Mr. Simon. Is this the letter? 

Mr. Neel. Would you like me to read it? 

Mr. Simon. I will read it and you may follow me : 

Dear Member : On June 17, 1964, FHA Commissioner Mason addressed a letter 
to all 608 mortgagors. Forwarded with this letter was a questionnaire. Mr. 
Mason’s letter stated that each 608 mortgagor was required to furnish the in- 
formation called for by the questionnaire “pursuant to the authority vested in 
the Commissioner." 

The questionnaire states that its purposes are to (1) determine the actual 
coat of the completed 608 project, and (2) to determine the deposition of the 
difference if the cost was less than the amount of the mortgage. 

The questionnaire goes into the most complete detail about all factors in- 
volved in the construction of each 808 project. 

The questionnaire is required to be sworn to, and Mr. Mason’s letter states 
that the data inserted thereon “will be subject to audit under the regulations of 
FHA.” 

For those members of MBA — 

that refers to Mortgage Bankers Association, I take it? 

Mr. Neel. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon (continues reading) : 

For those members of MBA who have an interest in a corporation which is 
a mortgagor under section 608, compliance with this requirement of the FHA 
Commissioner presents serious problems. One member of the association has 
requested my advice as general counsel. Specifically he has requested advice 
as to the authority of the Commissioner to compel production of such data. 

Naturally, the decision as to whether a mortgagor shall or shall not comply 
with the Commissioner’s requirement in this case must be made by the flr® 
concerned. It is neither my intention nor purpose to direct the decision which 
shall be made. - , 

However, It does seem appropriate to point out that discussions with informeu 
attorneys and other qualiflod persons make It quite evident that there is 5 
serious doubt whether the FHA Commissioner has any authority either under 
the National Housing Act, the regulations issued thereunder, or in his capacity 
as a preferred stockholder in each 608 corporation, to require production of Bucb 
information as the questionnaire seeks. 
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Mi‘, Mason’s statement that the questionnaire is issued “pursuant to the au- 
thority vested in the Commissioner’’ cannot create authority where none ex- 
ists. An analysis of the provisions of the National Housing Act and the FHA 
regulations discloses no language or congressional intent which would create 
such authority. The only other apparent basis for authority is the following 
language which is contained in the charter of each 608 corporation,^ “At the 
request of the Commissioner * * ♦ the corporation shall give specific answers 
to questions upon which information is desired from time to time relative to the 
Income, assets, liabilities, contracts, operation, and condition of the property 
and status of the insured mortgage and other information with respect to the 
corporation of its property which may be requested. * * ♦’’ 

That tlie above language was not designed 

The Chairman. Stop right there. 

I don’t know how anything could be more broad than that. If 
there is anything more broad than that statement that was just read, 
giving the FHA Commissioner authority to secure this information. 
Read it again, will you ? Show how broad it is. If it doesn’t cover 
evei^thing. 

Mr. Simon (continues reading) : 

The only other apparent basis for the authority is the following language which 
Is contained in the charter in each 608 corporation. At the request of the Com- 
missioner, the corporation shall give specific answers to questions upon which 
information is desired from time to time relative to the income, assets, liabilities, 
contracts, operation, and condition of the property, and status of the insured 
mortgage, and any other information. 

The Chairman. Any other information? 

Mt. Simon (continues reading) : 

And any other information with respect to the corporation or its property 
which may be requested 

Mr. Neel. I set the statutory language out, Mr. Chairman, and if 
in your opinion, which, of course, I would not quarrel with, you be- 
lieve — 

The Chairman. Mr. Neel, we are just trying to find out today 
whether the FHA Commissioner has — whether, in your opinion, and 
the association you represent, whether they have the authority to get 
this information, because if there is any doubt about it, I will assure 
you there will be legislation introduced the first day of the next ses- 
sion of Congress, giving them the authority to secure this information. 
I just want to find out whether it is going to be necessary to introduce 
the legislation. 

, Mr. Neel. That would be perfectly proper, Mr. Chairman, and it 
IS entirely a decision for this committee and the Congress to make. 

Mr. Simon. The letter goes on : 

That the above language was not designed to cover production of cost data 
at a date subsequent to the endorsement by the FHA of a contract of insurance 
18 the conclusion of competent counsel and other experienced individuals. 

Assuming a question exists as to the authority to compel production of the 
information, each corporation must then consider the practical dangers inherent 
in setting down under oath, data which is subject to audit regarding a trans- 
action which may have occurred some years In the past and as to which records 
“^'^ery well be now incomplete or lost. 

®^so the corrollary question of what authority the Commissioner has 
to airect the disposition of any funds of the corporation, assuming there is a 
uiiierence between the amount of the mortgage and the cost of the project, 
fnnf stated, this subject of the disposition of any so-called excess 

discussed in the hearings before the Senate Banking and Cur- 
Rn I ^®®™^ttee, has been the subject of many newspaper releases by the 
aoufiing and Home Finance Agency, and still the FHA has not taken a positive 
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and definite position that it has the legal right to direct the disposition of aov 
such funds, if any there be. This attorney further pointed out that the infoi. 
mation requested, in effect, is questioning the FHA determination of the insurable 
mortgage amount long after all the contract rights and obligations have been 
fixed. 

For your information there Is enclosed a copy of a letter which it is under 
stood one 608 mortgagor is addressing to the FHA in reply to Mr. Mason’s letter 
of June 17. Since the identity of the mortgagor is in this case not significant 
the signature on the letter has been deleted. 

Sincerely yours, 

Samuel E. Neel, Oenei'al Counsel. 

Did you write that letter, Mr. Neel ? 

Mr. Neel. Yes, I did, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Simon. Did it go to all members of the Mortgage Bankers 
Association? 

Mr. Neel. Indeed it did. 

Mr. Simon. And how many members are there ? 

Mr. Neel. Approximately 2,000, maybe a few hundred more. 

Mr. Simon. Now, the letter which you attached, who wrote that 
letter? 

Mr. Neel. Well, the answer to that question is a little bit involved. 
I don’t know exactly who wrote it. I assisted in writing it. If I had 
written it alone, I would be glad to tell you so. 

Mr. Simon. Did you participate in writing it? 

Mr. Neel. Indeed. 

Mr. Simon. And that is the letter which you participated in writ- 
ing and which you sent to your entire membership, is that right? 

Mr. Neel. Yes, indeed. 

Mr. Simon. The letter reads: 

Dear Mr. Mason: Since receiving your letter of June 17, 1954, the officers of 
the undersigned owning corporation, have again reviewed the provisions of the 
charter of this corporation, its bylaws and the mortgage instrument, and have 
discussed your request with our counsel. We believe we have attempted In 
good faith to comply with all requirements and obligations of the corporation, 
and insofar as we can determine, we have complied with all legal obligations. 

Although we have examined and reexamined tlie pertinent documents we are 
unable to satisfy ourselves that this corporation is under an obligation or com- 
pulsion directly or indirectly to furnish the information requested. We were not 
satisfied, however, to take this position on legal grounds alone, and have asked 
ourselves why the FHA wanted this information for the data to be obtained at 
this late date ; or what governmental purpose would be served. If we could find 
some reasonable purpose to be accomplished our attitude might be entirely dif- 
ferent, since it has always been the purpose and objective, of the officers of this 
corporation to cooperate with and work with the FHA and all agencies of the 
Government to the best of our ability. 

Perhaps you have not been with the FHA for a sufficient 

The Chairman. That is addressed to Mr. Mason ? 

Mr. Neel. He had only been there for a matter of 60 days, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. Simon (continuing) : 

Perhaps you have not been with the FHA for a sufficient period of time to 
have had the opiwrtnnity to review the legislative history behind the various 
rental housing mortgage insurance programs, or to analyze all the provisions of 
the National Housing Act covering this subject, or to examine all the admin- 
istrative rules and regulations issued over the years to supplement the statute, 
or to examine all the operating procedures issued over the years by your prede- 
cessors, or to know of the campaigns and promotions initiated by your pred^ 
ces.sors, on particular wartime emergency housing programs in an effort to en- 
courage builders and lenders to produce housing for rent. You must, howeveii 
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])e aware of the fact that thousands of rental units were produced t>y private 
industry at rentals equal to or below the rentals then being charged for com- 
parable units in the area; that the Government could not have produced the 
needed housing itself at costs anywhere comparable to the cost of private in- 
dustry; and that it would have been doubtful if the needed volume could have 
l)een built in time to meet the demand ; and you must be aware of the impact 
of sUdh building on the economy under conditions of the free-enterprise system 
upon which the strength of this country has been built 

You know or should know the terms and conditions and procedures which 
were in effect when projects of this nature were originated and completed. You 
will find that the principals of this corporation applied to an improved mort- 
gagee for a loan to build a proposed rental-housing project, and the mortgagee 
said in effect, we will advance the loan, in the amount that the FHA win agree 
to insure for our protection. We furnished the information and data required, 
and were told that the FHA would process the mortgagee’s application and would 
independently and for its own account, decide the maximum mortgage loan it 
would insure for the benefit of the mortgagee, and would specify the terms and 
conditions under which the insurance liability would be undertaken. 

The FHa did not, as far as we can determine, reach its determinations and 
conclusions on the basis of our costs ; the FHA did not require this corporation 
or the mortgagee to keep cost records ; the FHA did not stipulate that the mort- 
gage amount it would insure could not exceed actual and audited costs ; the 
FHA did not impose a condition or requirement that this corporation would be 
required to submit detailed cost information upon completion of the project, or 
when the loan was endorsed for insurance or at any future date. 

The FHA did issue a commitment to the lender contracting to insure for the 
benefit of the lender a mortgage loan in the dollar amount written on such com- 
mitment subject to specific terms and conditions ; the FHA did inspect the con- 
struction, and upon completion of construction the FHA did say to the lender 
In effect that all the terms and conditions of our commitment have been met 
to our satisfaction and the FHA is ready to endorse the mortgage for insurance 
in the dollar amount specified. The FHA did in fact enter into the mortgage 
Insurance contract with the lender on the basis of the FHA determination that 
all the provisions of' the applicable statutes had been met, as well as all the 
requirements and rules it had specified as conditions of such insurance. 

We have read the publicity issued through the Housing Agency, and the news- 
paper reporting of the hearings before the Senate Banking and Currency Com- 
mittee, and have been greatly disturbed at the statements made implying wrong- 
doing under the law in such general terms as to place every owner of stock in 
a mortgagor corporation owner of a project subject to a mortgage insured under 
section 608, under suspicion as having violated the provisions of the New Hous- 
ing Act, the rules and regulation issued thereunder, agreements or contracts be- 
tween the corporation and the FHA, or other Federal statutes. No specific 
statutes are cited, no detailed charges have been made of which this corporation 
Is aware, and in particular at no time have we been advised as to the legal 
authority, chapter and verse, under which the FHA Commissioner could properly 
demand or require this corporation to apply or dispose of such funds, if any, 
which it may have received from the proceeds of the mortgage. 

We have examined all pertinent documents in this transaction, we have care- 
fully analyzed your request from the standpoint of such documents, from the 
standpoint of a proper and legitimate private business transaction, from the 
standpoint of reasonableness and fairness, and can reach no other conclusion 
that this corporation and its stockholders have complied with all requirements 
of the applicable law, as well as any rules and regulations having the force of law. 

We cannot assume that you in your capacity ns a responsible officer of the 
Government would demand such extensive information and put a private cor- 
poration to the time and expense involved to comply, without having first deter- 
uiined your legal right under the law to make the demand and to force a demand 
upon this coriKiration and other rental housing corporations in the same position, 
fu apply such funds, if any, in a manner not specified in the charter, th-’ mortgage 
instrument or any agreement or contract between the corporation, and the mort- 
giigoeandthe FHA. 

Under tlie circumstances it would seem reasonable to us to request a copy of the 
ruling or opinion which you must have obtained from your legal adviser. 

In the atmosphere of the hearings, the issuances from your office and the hous- 
jUS agency, and the publicity given to the rental housing projects constructed with 
'ue assistance of FHA mortgage insurance, we believe you will readily agree 
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that this request is reasonable and necessary to enable this corporation and 
others similarly situated to determine the proper course of action to take on a 
matter which has had such unfair and misunderstood public notoriety. 

Very truly yours. 

(No signature.) 

Is that the letter, Mr. Neel ? 

Mr. Neel. Yes, indeed, it is Mr. Counsel, and as a matter of fact, I 
have never seen any legal opinion or ruling upon the basis of which 
Mr. Mason makes his requirement. 

As a matter of fact, I was advised 

Mr, SiMO*N. I just saw a very good one written by you, ri^^-here, 
written by you. 

Mr. Neel. The difference in lawyers opinions is what makes law- 
suits. 

The Chairman. Read Mr. Neel’s opinion again. 

Mr. Simon. This is page 2, the first paragraph of your letter to your 
members : 

The only other apparent basis for authority is the following language whieli 
is contained in the charter of each 608 corporation. 

At the request of the Commissioner, the corporation shall give specific answers 
to questions upon which information is desired from time to time relative to the 
irtcotne, assets, liabilities, contracts, operation and condition of property and 
status of the insured mortgage, and any other information with respect to the 
corporation or its property which may be requested. 

That is the best legal opinion that can be written. 

Mr. Neel. You are entitled to your opinion, Mr. Simon. I don’t 
quarrel with your opinion. As a lawyer, when a client asks my opin- 
ion, I would be foolish if I didn’t give him my opinion. 

Now the fact that you may not agree with it does not mean I am 
under any disability to give it. 

The Chairman. We asked that some representative of the Mortgage 
Bankers Association appear today — not necessarily yourself. 

Mr. Neel. No, sir. May I correct that. 

I asked Mr. Simon if he wished anybody else, and he asked me 
specifically. 

Mr. Simon. We asked for you and all we wanted to show and all we 
intended to show was that you, as counsel for the Mortgage Bankers 
Association, gave this opinion to its members and circulated this letter 
with whatever suggestion the recipient might care to infer from the 
contents of the letter, to every member of the Mortgage Bankers 
Association. 

Mr. Neel. Yes, indeed, I did. 

Mr. Simon. That is the fact ? 

Mr. Neel. That is the fact. 

The Chairman. And in substance, what you were telling them to do 
was to tell FHA to “go to hell” ? 

Mr. Neel. That is your statement. Senator. 

The Chairman. That is my statement, and- 1 stand on it, and I think 
the record speaks for itself. And I want to say 

Mr. Neel. I don’t agree with it. 

The Chairman. And I want to say that instead of cooperating with 
this committee, to uncover the dirt, what has happened — and we cer- 
tainly have been factual and we have been fair — at no time have you 
ever offered to be, at any time, to be cooperative with this committee. 
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Instead you issued statements such as this, you have issued press 
i«leases and as far as I loiow, to this date, as an association, you as an 
attorney, have never turned your hand, and have never assisted one 
iota, anything that has actually happened in respect to this investi- 

^\lr. Neel. I don’t think that is an accurate statenaent of what has 
occurred, Mr. Chairman. May I make a comment on it ? 

Tlie Chairman. You may. 

Mr. Neel. In the first place, the letter which was addressed to the 
members of my association, which you have just read 

The Chairman. Let me ask you this question: Have you ever 
written a letter to them suggesting that they cooperate with FHA or 
this committee ? 

Mr. Neel. I was attempting to answer your other question and in 
answering that, I will answer the Question you have just asked. 

The Chairman. Isn’t it a fact that when we started the investiga- 
tion in this committee that you issued a press release which was very, 
very critical, which not only criticized the committee but the President 
of the United States ? 

Mr. Neel. That is not correct, Mr. Chairman. We never issued any 
such press statement. We issued a statement which criticized the man- 
ner in which Mr. Hollyday was dismissed as Commissioner of the 
Federal Housing Administration. That statement was issued before 
your committee had any investigation or started any investigation. 
And since the date your committee started its hearings, we have made 
no public statements of any sort regarding the conduct of the opera- 
tions of your committee and it would have been presumptuous of us in 
my opinion to do so. 

As a matter of fact, I have made a complete review of the literature 
on the subject which was published either by my office or the Chicago 
office of the association, and I have all the literature available if 
you wish me to read it, which I think is really beside the point, but 
it does show that in no instance, in any literature published by this 
association, have we been critical of the conduct of this investigation. 

The Chairman. Would you like to make it a part of the record? 

Without objection, it will be made a part of the record. 

(The information referred to follows :) 

[Washington News Letter, No. 141, issued June 23, 1054] 
reoroanizational bombshell 

After the time had passed within which a formal reorganization plan for 
HHPA could be considered this >ear according to the procedures of the Reor- 
ganization Act, a sweeping modification of the authority of the HHFA Admin- 
istrator was accomplished in a rider to the independent oflSces appropriations 
Mil, which was passed on June 17. 

Introduced by Representative Phillips (Republican, California) as an amend- 
Bient during the consideration of the conference report on the bill on the floor 
of the House, the rider provides : 

“* * ♦ the Administrator’s general supervision and coordination responsibil- 
ities under Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1947 shall hereafter carry full authority 
to assign and realign functions, to reorganize and to make whatever changes^ 
including the reallocation and transfer of administrative expense funds and 
authority where applicable, necessary to promote economy, efficiency, and 
flclelity in the operations of the Housing and Home Finance Agency.” [Emphasis 
snppliecl.] 
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The Phillips rider was introduced without notice and passed without debate 
and sent to the Senate, along with the whole appropriations bill, where it was 
passed a day later, again without explanation of its meaning or discussion of 
its effects. 

This is legislation in an appropriations bill with a vengeance. A similar 
effort, atempted a year ago, was blocked when FHA Commissioner Hollyday 
discovered wJiat was intended. It now becomes an accomplished fact over 
the known opposition of the diverse interests in the building and lending fields, 
without the opportunity for public hearings or consideration by the congressional 
committees designated to deal with reorgaiiizatioual proposals. 

EFFECTS OP THE RIDEB 

There is no question that the rider gives the HHFA Administrator virtually 
complfetS' authority over the constituent agencies and leaves the Commissioners 
of PHA and PHA and the Home Loan Bank Board only with such functions 
as are either specifically delegated or not specifically withdrawn. 

The extent to which this authority will be exercised is, of course, not known. 
Administrator Cole has issued a memorandum stating that the purpose of tbe 
rider is to assure the coordination of policy and operation essential to an efidcient 
carrying out of the urban renewal provisions in the pending legislation and 
that it does not change the statutory functions of the constituents. 

It may be inferred from this that the operations of the Home Loan Bank 
Board will, at least, not be immediately affected. On the other hand, because 
of the proposed new sections 220 and 221 of the National Housing Act, which 
are closely related to urban renewal, as well as the discredited position in which 
FHA has been put in congressional and public eyes, that agency is likely to 
be pretty fully dominated by HHFA. This view is supported by the fact that 
already control of FHA investigations, much of the authority over personnel, 
and approval of title I claims have been quietly taken over by HHFA. The 
language of the rider seems broad enough to make any more specific transfer 
of statutory authority unnecessary In order to accomplish such centralization as 
may be deemed advisable. 

FHA INVESTIGATION CONTINUES 

Senator Capehart has announced that the Senate Banking and Currency 
Committee on June 28 will resume its investigation of FHA’s 608 operations 
with Deputy HHFA Administrator William F. McKenna (who has been placed 
in charge of the administration’s own probe of FHA affairs) as the first witness. 
The hearings will continue at least to the end of the session and will cover 
all aspects of the FHA operation. Indications are that builders involved in 608 
projects will be called as witnesses. Some of the hearings will not be public. 

In the meantime (June .11), Administrator Cole has released the names of 
corporations involved in 70 projects financed under the provisions of section 
608 of the PHA statute which are alleged to have obtained “windfall” profits, 
with the statement that the.se cases have been or are being referred to the 
Department of Justice “for such civil or criminal proceedings as may be indicated 
by the circumstances of each case.” Mr. Cole did point out that a “windfall” 
did not itself imply any illegal act or other irregularity. 

REPERCUSSIONS OF THE PHA INVESTIGATION 

As part of a loophole-plugging operation, FHA Commissioner Mason Issued 
in May an order forbidding any corporation organized under sections 207, 608, 
803, and 908, to declare dividends out of capital or to make any changes in capital 
structure. This was followed, on June 17, by an order requiring all housing 
corporations with properties financed under section 608 to submit In great detail 
Information relating to the con.strnction cost of the properties. 

Authority for these actions was based apparently on provisions In the corpor- 
ation charters giving the FHA Commissioner, as holder of certain shares of 
preferred stock, the right to require answers to specific questions “relative to the 
income, assets, liabilities, contracts, operations, and conditions of the property, 
and the status of the insured mortgage, and any other information with respect 
to the corporation or its property which may be requested.” 

Inquiry of tho.se who originally drafted this form of charter reveals that this 
language was intended to refer to matters arising out of the operation of the 
property after completion and did not relate to construction cost, over which 
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FHA, depending on the expertness of its appraisals, did not assume jurisdlc- 

^Asa result of the “windfall” disclosures, tenants in two New York FHA rental 
projects have attempted to obtain rent reductions, claiming that the result of 
the alleged inflated cost was to place the rents at levels higher than would 
otherwise have been permitted. In both cases the New York Supererae Court 
decided against the tenants on the grounds that neither the statute nor the 
regulations contemplate downward revisions of maximum rents on the basis 
of actual construction costs, and that tenants have no right or interest in 
respect to mortgages, ground rents, or profits earned by their landlords but 
are simply parties who must live up to their contracts. 

In a California case relating to a defaulted FHA title I loan, the court ruled 
that the bank making the loan could he made party to a suit by the Government 
to recover, on the plea of the United States district attorney that the institution 
bad used bad judgment in making tlie loan. Trial date has not yet been set. 
The situation is being closely watched by MBA counsel. 

THE LEGISLATIVE TANGLE 

Because of delay in the pending housing bill (H. R. 7839), Senator Capehart 
introduced, on June 22, a joint resolution (S. J. Res. 167) providing for a 1-month 
extension of FHA’s titles VIII and IX, FNMA, the VA direct lending authority, 
and farm housing, all of which would expire at the end of this month. 

Although the House ha.s agreed to go to conference on the housing bill, there 
is no chance that the conference committee will meet until after July 4, the only 
question being how long after. This makes certain that the bill cannot be 
passed much before the end of July at best, with the real possibility that action 
dll be crowded against adjournment. There is beginning to be some talk 
that the bill may be dropped In favor of a further continuing resolution. 

As matters now stand in respect to the crippling amendments referred 
to In newsletter No. 140 and letter to members No. 22-54, the probabilities are 
as follows ; Some modification of tbe excessive coinsurance proposal for FHA 
title I ; dropping of insurance of loans on trailers ; restoration of authority to 
Insure existing property mortgages on the same terras as new ; dropping permis- 
sion of “equity” loans for low-priced FHA houses; replacement of the term 
"substantial” conformity in connection with the builders’ warranty ; dropping 
of the amendments offered by Senator Byrd. 

Efforts to work out a practicable substitute for the cost certification and rene- 
gotiation requirements in connection with insured rental housing mortgages 
have not been successful, although tbe provision in the Senate bill may be 
modified to conform more closely to that now applicable to mortgages under 
titles VIII and IX. At this late stage, the prospect is that no agreement will 
be reached about a secondary market facility other than a standby continuance 
of FNMA. 

THE PUBLIC HOUSING SITUATION 

The future of the public housing program has become snarled in the racial 
Issue, brought to the fore by the Supreme Court’s decisions banning segrega- 
tion in public schools. Some Negro leaders have effectively raised the cry that 
a vote against public housing is a vote for segregation, thus placing many of tbe 
northern legislators in an uncomfortable spot. Also present, though beneath 
the surface, is the possibility of an effort to apply some antisegregation provi- 
sions to FHA activity. 

This situation in part accounts for the rapidity with which the housing bill, 
despite many dubious features, was passed by the Senate. It was no doubt a 
consideration influencing the House to send the bill to conference without 
specific instructions limiting the amount of public housing to be approved. It 
®ay also become an argument for deferring action altogether in favor of con- 
tinuing the status quo. If this should eventuate, it would be possible to put 
under construction during the 1954-55 fiscal year the 35,000 or so public-housing 
units for which contributions contracts have been entered into, and probably to 
prepare for another 35,000 units for the following fiscal year. 

ADVISORY GROUP MEETS ON VOLUNTARY CREDIT EXTENSION 

On June 18, Administrator Cole met with representative mortgage, savings, 
and commercial bankers, savings associations, and life-insurance companies to 
discuss operating policies under the proposed National Voluntary CrecUt Exten- 
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Sion Committee plan to be set up under title VI of the pending housing bUl. Mb^ 
was specifically represented by President Clarke and General Counsel Neel. 

All present were in substantial agrement that, while committee members should 
meet t]|eir own expenses, an adequate staff should be provided by the Govern- 
ment, that meetings should be held at frequent and regular intervals, and that 
no alternates for members should be permitted. The group strongly expressed Its 
view that the national committee should be privileged to issue statements on 
policy whether or not in agreement with the chairman. It was recommended 
that the membership pattern of the regional committees follow that of the 
national committee as to builder and lender representation. 

The group pledged the support of the program by all types of mortgage lenders, 
making clear, however, that the plan could not be operative unless interest rates 
were kept at marketable levels and mortgage terms conformed to sound banking 
practices. 

BANK RESERVE REQUIREMENTS LOWERED 

The reserve requirements of member banks of the Federal Reserve System will 
be lowered in a series of steps to be effective over the next 6 weeks. Reasons 
advanced for this action wera the anticipated needs of funds for crop movement 
and fall inventory buying as well as the necessity for providing a strong backstop 
for Treasury financing after the beginning of the new fiscal year. 

This action, which had been expected for a long time, assures that an ample 
“teupply of funds, at probably some reduction in going interest rates, will be 
prevalent during the remainder of 1954. 


[Washington News Letter, No. 139, Issued May 20, 1954] 

WHAT GOES ON? 

On May 17, FHA Commissioner Mason submitted to the Senate Banking and 
Currency Committee recommendations that, in the opinion of industry leaders, 
would end rental-housing financing under FHA. On May 18, the committee, 
having returned to its consideration of the housing bill, voted to restore the 
public-housing program to the maximum permissive limit of 135,000 family units 
a year. 

Under these circumstances, it becomes a little difficult to comprehend adminis- 
tration policy. We have the peculiar spectacle of a supposedly business-minded 
administration following the counsels of the public-housing lobby rather than 
that of its business advisers. In fact, it will not be possible to know exactly what 
the policy is, let alone understand it, until a bill is finally agreed upon in a 
conference committee of both Houses. 

The prospect is that the Senate will act before the end of the month and 
that the conference will follow immediately. The Senate seems likely to accept 
the new administration recommendations. The House will balk on the public- 
housing proposal and may moderate some of the extreme restrictions proposed 
for FHA. 

COST CERTIFICATION FOB SECTION 207 

In order to end abuses allegedly resulting from operations under FHA’s section 
608 (terminated in 1950), rigid cost-certification requirements will be applicable 
to section 207 and other multifamily project operations, if the Mason recommen- 
dations are accepted. The certification becomes a final means of , limiting the 
amount of the mortgage after the project has been completed. Here are the 
proposals ; 

1. For section 207, the mortgage should not exceed 80 percent (or 90 percent 
if the number of bedrooms equals or exceed.s 2 per apartment) of the sum of the 
certified actual costs plus the FHA estimate of the fair market price of the 
unimproved land. 

2. For veterans’ cooperatives under section 213, the limit would be 96 percent 
of building cost and estimated price of the unimproved land. 

3. For section 221 apartmept projects, the certification would be on a 100-^ 
percent basis. 

4. For rental operations under sections 220 and 803 and nonveteran cooperatives 
under section 213, the limit would be 90 percent. 

Appearing with a special committee of industry advisers assembled by Com- ^ 
missionef Mason on May 12, MBA President Clarke pointed out that post 
audit cost certification was foreign to private mortgage lending practice; fiiw 
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Involved inequity and decreased incentive, that, because of all the difficulty 
n defining and determining cost, it was wholly impracticable. To complicate 
“utters further, FHA would now be required to estimate, as a basis for final 
Mn determination, the “fair market price of the unimproved land,” rather tb^ 
value in connection with a completed property. Since this is an even more diffi- 
cult matter on which to make an unchallengeable judgment than building cost, 

itcan only lead to endless dispute. , « 

There can be little question that, with such a procedure in operation, the effi- 
cient builder would usually be able to obtain a better deal through a conventional 
mortgage of two-thirds without the delay, uncertainty, and exposure to criticism 
and attack to which he would be liable in his relations with FHA. 

PROPOSED CHANGES IN FHA SALES HOUSING PROGRAMS 

Commissioner Mason’s recommendations for statutory revisions contained 
these provisions about sales housing : 

1. The more liberal terms in the pending legislation should be limited to 1- and 
2-family dwellings. Maximum limit on all other classes would be SO percent. 

2. Firm commitments to builders should not exceed 85 percent of the amount 
available to owner-occupants. This would mean that, where an owner-occupant 
could get a 90-percent loan, a builder could get no more than 76.5 percent. 

3. Mortgages on section 213 sales co-ops should be based on value and meet the 
test of economic soundness. 

4. The maximum mortgage limitations on section 203 should apply to sales- 
type co-ops, except that for veterans co-ops the ratios could be 5 pei ( ent higher. 

5. A minimum 5 percent cash downpayment should be required on all sales 
co-ops, and the maximum term should be limited to 30 years. 

In addition to the above, the Commissioner has asked for broader authority 
to proceed against persons who “willfully violate the letter or spirit of the Na- 
tional Housing Act” or the regulations thereunder, as well as for greater flexi- 
kity in handling administrative expenditure to meet changes in demand. 

Note that no change is proposed for the 100 percent 40-year section 221 opera- 
tion except to require cost certification in respect to rental housing loans made 
under its provisions. 

TIGHTENING UP TITLE I 

The most drastic recommendation offered by the Commissioner in respect to 
FHA’s repair and modernization program would be to require that lenders carry 
defaults to judgment and take initial steps toward correction before being able 
to get the benefit of the loan insurance. An alternative of a 10-percent coinsur- 
ance, applicable each year to claims in excess of a certain fixed amount or ratio 
to total loans, is also offered. 

Either of these proposals, by adding measurably to the cost or risk of the trans- 
action, \yill tend to reduce volume. 

Other title I recommendations are: Limit loans to essential home improve- 
ments; give the Commissioner more definite power to suspend participants in 
the program ; limit the total amount of loans to any one borrower ; strengthen 
the penalty provisions ; limit approved lenders to publicly supervised institutions ; 
increase the investigatory staff; carry on a program of consumer education; 
require the lender to tell the borrow’er the amount of the propo.sed obligation and 
to warn him against abuses ; require salesmen to certify absence of abuses. 

OUTLOOK FOR THE HOUSING BILL 

It is almost a certainty that the legislation will contain the bulk of the recom- 
mendations described above. A fight may be made on the cost certification pro- 
posal, and while it may be somewhat watered down, the chances of eliminating 
it altogether are poor. 

A builder’s warranty provision, probably as already passed by the House, will 
oe retained, but the anti-Commiinist certification probably will be dyopped. 

The maximum amount of a 95 percent home loan will undoubtedly be held to 
?8,000, and the scale of loan-to-value ratios in the bill as introduced will be 
retained for 1- and 2-family structures. 

The requested Presidential power to vary interest rates, downpayment require- 
and maturities has a poor chance of inclusion. 

The FNMA proposal hangs in the air. While the balance is in favor of the 
setup . included in the House bill, it is possible that the outcome may simply be 
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a temporary extension of the present FNMA. The provision for voluntary credit 
extension committees will be kept without substantial change. 

The urban renewal provisions as passed by the House will be enacted, although, 
with the expected restrictions on FHA’s rental housing and repair loan insurance 
programs, their effectiveness will be diminished. The fate of section 221, despite 
continued administration sponsorship, is somewhat uncertain. Some additional 
features, relating to smoke abatement and loans for community facilities, maybe 
included. 

The Senate committee’s public housing proposal has no chance of final accept- 
ance, but a 2-year, 35,000-unit per year public-housing program may, with a 
struggle, get through. 

VA’s direct lending authority will be extended. 

The subsidized farmhouse loan and grant program under the 1949 act will be 
extended. 

THE FHA INVESTIGATION 

Although to date there have been no indictments in connection with the dis- 
closure of alleged abuses under the FHA repair and rental housing programs, 
investigations are proceeding under the new HHFA Deputy Administrator, Wil- 
liam F. McKenna and the Assistant Attorney General, Warren J. Olney, III. 

The Byrd committee investigation of the section 608 cases continues. No evi- 
dence of criminal acts has been disclosed, and the number of cases of “windfall 
profits” has been substantially reduced. 

While the Senate Committee on Banking and Currency is expected to delve 
further into past practices of FHA after the conclusion of its legislative work, 
no plans have yet been announced. 

The cleanout at FHA is now about complete. Almost none of the former top 
officials remains. FHA President J. Stanley Baughman is temporarily serving 
as Acting Deputy Commissioner. Herbert Welch, formerly of the HHFA staff, 
has moved in as Director of Information. Charles A. Bowser, w'hose appoint 
ment was announced prior to Guy Hollyday’s resignation, has taken office as 
Director of Underwriting. Otherwise, no new permanent appointments have 
been revealed. 

The focusing of attention on investigation and legislation has taken it off 
reorganization. Little apparently has been done toward completing the rumored 
HHFA reorganization plan during the past several weeks, although the matter 
does not appear to have been dropped. Since, to conform to the requlremeots 
of the law, a plan must be submitted to Congress 60 days before adjournment, it 
is evident that whatever is to be submitted must be handed up within the next 
week or two. 

OTHES LEGISLATION 

The tax bill is moving slowly through the Senate Finance Committee and will 
reach the floor toward mid-June. 

Tile proposal (S, 975) to restrict branches of Federal savings associations to 
the same pattern as for State savings banks and associations branches is sched- 
uled for early Senate consideration. Chances are .50-50. 

Representative Wolverton (Republican, New Jersey) has sponsored H. R. 7700, 
to create a special mortgage insurance plan for medical facilities. Hearings 
have been held by the House Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee. Pas- 
sage this year is improbable. 

Senators Anderson (Democrat, New Mexico) and Schoeppel (Republican, 
Kansas) have introduced S. 3339, authorizing the Farm Credit Administration 
to have the direct lending authority formerly exercised by the Laud Bank Com- 
missioner — ^first and second mortgages on real or personal property, including 
loan to co-ops up to 6 percent of value, or $7,500 top limit. No hearings have 
yet been held. 

THE STATE OF THE MARKET 

The excitement in Washington appears to have been unnoticed in the market 
Amid generally improving conditions, there is at least no evidence that investi- 
gations, allegations, or proposed legislative changes, have yet had any ill effect 

New private housing starts in' April, at 109,100, exceeded any private monthly 
activity in 3% years, and are now running at a seasonally adjusted annual rate 6f 
1,159,000. A bigger production year than 1953 is almost assured. A final total 
figure for 1953 of 1,103,800 has recently been announced. 

FHA new home applications in April exceeded in number anything since last 
May, thus ending the lag that had been evident since the beginning of the year. 
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For section 203 activity alone, new applications were ahead of any month since 
1050. Project applications, due to a volume of section 207 applications - ^ 
Hmes that of the first 4 months of 1953, were substantially above last s 
flptivity. Through April, title I operations showed no sign of adverse efitect 
VA appraisal requests during the last 3 months were higher than durmg any 
nrevious time since October in 1950, the month of the big 

Total for the first 4 mouths of 1954 reached 133,960, compared with 77,460 for the 

corresponding period a year ago. 

The farm situation remains clouded, with evidence of improvement or at least 
Rtability being countered by signs of further decline. Farm lending by insurance 
companies is down, but only by 1 percent. Farm real-estate values, acwrdmg 
to the Department of Agriculture, drifted moderately lower during the first 
Quarter of the year. Although values in most of the North Central Stetes held 
up well, declines elsewhere reduced the average for the country to 2 percent 
below last November and 6 percent below March of 1953. 


[Washington News Letter, No. 138, issued April 30, 1964] 

HOLLYDAY LEAVES FHA 

Since the events which began April 12 MBA ofladals have been active daily 
in an effort to represent the interests of the association and all its members 
in the present controversy. Other than Mr. Clarke’s statement of April 12, 
which was sent to all members, no report has been made to the membership 
since the evidence was not all in and the facts not all known. While all the 
facts are still probably uncertain, the Senate Banking and Currency Com- 
mittee’s hearings are over, and, therefore, we have about as much information 
as will be available»for some time. 

Although the news of the abrupt dismissal of FHA Commissioner Guy T. O. 
Hollyday on April 12 and the subsequent investigation of FHA activities by the 
Senate Banking and Currency Committee has been widely carried, the conduct 
of the Administration remains inexplicable even after 2 weeks of effort to obtain 
and weigh the facts. 

The best light that can be put on the episode is that precipitate action was 
taken on the basis of unwarranted suspicions concerning Hollyday developed 
by the Department of Justice. These derived from the circumstances that 

(a) the undermanned FHA investigatory staff had not reported on derelictions 
in the title I operation to the extent that Justice considered them to exist, 

(b) the FHA had not proceeded to investigate windfalls in the section 608 
operation, (c) the resignation of a man had been accepted while his record was 
under investigation. 

No consideration was given to the facts that Hollyday was a man of unim- 
peachable integrity ; that he had sought and been denied funds needed for 
investigatory work ; that, despite the inadequacies of his investigators, Hollyday 
had moved vigorously to prevent the continuance of alleged abuses in his 
December regulations; that the so-called windfalls in 608 operations were 
matters beyond the Government’s reach except in cases of tax violation or 
personal collusion ; that Hollyday had requested Justice to make investigations 
in the latter connection and, receiving no response, had proceeded to remove the 
person in question. 

Hollyday was never informed that Justice had facts on FHA operations not 
known to him, and there is no evidence that at any point anyone insisted that 
Hollyday be kept informed or otherwise stood at his defense. On the contrary, 
the evidence to date clearly shows that an intentional decision was made not 
to advise Hollyday of what was going on and not to give him an opportunity to 
answer any questions concerning his administration of FHA. 

the BEPEBCrUBSlONB 

As the dust settles, it begins to be possible to Judge the effects of these 
events : 

(a) On Hollyday . — ^Despite the personal unpleasantness of the experience, 
the nationwide response of his friends and the several prompt offers of impor- 
tant jobs indicate that Hollyday’s fine reputation has not suffered. He returns 
to Baltimore as chairman of the board of the Title Guarantee Co. 
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{h) On the administration . — By focusing attention on Hollyday’s supposed 
shortcomings instead of upon those of former officials, the administration 
succeeded in dropping a bomb in its own camp and lost whatever political 
advantage'^might have been gained from a less clumsy maneuver. In addition, 
it has undoubtedly alienated numerous influential supporters who cannot help 
but consider that an injustice has been done. 

(c) On the FHA. — Firings, resignations, suspensions have stripped FHA head* 
quarters of such experienced personnel as Walter Greene, B. C. Bovard, Howard 
Murphy, and Arthur Frentz, leaving the new FHA Commissioner Norman Mason 
at considerable diffl.ulty In conducting official business. Fortunately this sort 
of thing has not extended to the Held offices, where no serious interruptions or 
uncertainties are reported. 

Some leatures of the disputed reorganization plan have incidentally been 
put into effect with the seizure of FHA files, the transfer of all investigatory 
activity to HHF.A, and the increased Jurisdiction over FHA personnel matters 
by the HHFA Administrator. 

(d) On construction . — New single-family housebuilding is not likely to be 
affected by the upset. FHA applic-ations during the third week in April rose 
to a high for the year, continuing a strong upward trend and surpassing any 
single week’s volume since lust May. FHA rental housing activity seems 
certain to he reduced, but this eventuality would not greatly affect total volume 
Bepair and modernization work may be temporarily hurt; and here much will 
depend on how (lui.kly the prestige of the FHA title I system can be restored. 

(e) On leg isUit ion.— Immediately after the April 12 flareup, Chairman Cape- 

hart, of the Senate Banking and Currency Committee, opened hearings to obtain 
suggestions as to how the pending housing legislation might be modified so 
as to pre\ent recurrence of the alleged abuses in the FHA operations. After 
holding sessions during 2 weeks, tlie committee has now withdrawn, giving little 
indication of what It will do to the bill. , 

Since there is wide agreement that the Hollyday regulations will get the 
title 1 situation under control, it is likely that the least that will be done will 
be to include these in the law. However, more crippling amendments may be 
added, and at least one member of the committee has stated he will move to 
abolish the program entirely. Some form of cost certification is certain to be 
applied to rental and co-op housing. The liberalization in loan terms for 
titles 1 and II may be less than formerly expected, and the 100 percent mortgage 
feature of the proposed section 221 may be dropped. 

It will probably be at least 3 weeks before a bill is reported and early June 
before one is passed, if Indeed a housing bill comes up at all for final consider- 
ation by this Congress. 

MBA’s TESTIMONY 

Responding to Senator Capehart’s invitation to testify at his hearings, MBA’s 
executive committee, assembled for the directors’ meeting at Colorado Springs, 
held a special session to determine the context of the testimony and directed 
General Counsel Neel to fly overnight to Washington to comply with the assigned 
date. 

Mr. Neel recalled for the Senator’s attention MBA testimony in 1950 opposing 
an extension of section 008 and pointing out dangers inherent in it. He ex- 
pressed the belief that, while the current rental housing operation was not 
exposed to the same degree of risk, the cooperative program was, and urged 
equalizing the terms as between sections 207 and 213. He opposed the cost- 
certification idea. He said that the Hollyday regulations were adequate to pro- 
tect the repair and Improvement loan operation. 

Restating Mr. Clarke’s testimony of the previous month, Mr. Neel showed the 
section 221 proposal to be subject to the abuses claimed for the section 608 
a< tivity, and that the danger would be increased by the kind of bailout FNMA 
provided in the new bill. He opposed the increase of the limit of 95 percent 
loans to $10,000 as included in tin* House bill. He urged that FHA’s investigative 
funds be Increased and that Independence of FHA from supercontrol was the 
best way to assure responsible administration. 

A copy of Mr. Neel’s statement is enclosed for your information as are copies 
of the statements of Mr. Hollyday and Mr. Murphy. The complete text of the 
Senate hearings will be available shortly and may be secured by writing directly 
to the Superinteqdent of Documents, Washington, D. 0. 
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CONTINUED INVESTIGATIONS 

The going-over of FHA promises to be a continuing function for some time. 
The Senate Banking and Currency Committee has obtained $150,000 for the 
purpose. HHPA Administrator Cole has asked for an equivalent amount for 
the same purpose. The Department of Justice is proceeding on its own account. 
The Internal Revenue Service has its investigation well underway. 

Where all this will lead or what it will turn up, no one can surely say. The 
battle against the abuse of title I has been a long one and even the Assistant 
Attorney General has said that successful prosecution is difficult. The Internal 
Revenue Service has indicated that its quarrel on the 608 cases is a technical 
one and that evidences of criminal acts have not turned up. Collusion may be 
discovered in respect to specific projects, but old hands are skeptical. 

Important to recognize is that, by past legislation or recent regulation the 
possibilities of abuse have been greatly reduced. Moreover, with this experi- 
ence on the record, it is not likely that the investigative function will soon again 
be so .starved as to prevent adequate policing. 

Finally, it has to be emphasized that, against the vastness and complexity 
of the FHA operation, the number of cases where excesses occurred or unlawful 
acts were involved is gratifying small. While these cases must be pursued to 
tlieir resolution, the caution expressed in the MBA testimony should be kept to 
the fore ; “It would be tremendously unfortunate if in the heat of controversy 
we should permit this country to lose confidence in the FHA program and to 
destroy its future usefulness.” 

THE NEW FHA COMMISSIONER 

The one reassuring factor in the situation is the new FEtA Commissioner, 
Norman P. Mason. Mr. Mason, a successful materials dealer of Chelmsford, 
Mass., has, during the past several years, devoted most of his time in one Wav 
or anotlier to the service of the con.struction industry. 

As president of the National Retail Lumber Dealers Association, director of 
the Chamber of Commerce of the United States and head of its construction and 
civic development department committee, spokesman for the chamber on housing 
legislation, member of various governmental advisory groups, including the 
President’s Special Housing Committee, Mr. Mason has gained the esteem and 
wnhdence of men in all branches of building and mortgage-lending activity. 
He brings to the job the advantages of his broad acquaintanceship with the in- 
dustry and familiarity with the FHA operation. 

It should be clearly understood that Commissioner Mason was in no way a 
participant in the events leading up to the removal of his predecessor. Under 
extreme pressure from the administration, he assumed the task of restoring a 
badly rocked institution, and he will have the support and cooperation of his 
many friends in this effort. 


mason’s POSITION 

Commissioner’s point of view is conservative and his attitude toward 
always been one of wishing to preserve its sound business character 
ana to keep it from fringe activities that would threaten its financial integritv. 
nf supported the proposition of separating the administration 

or the Government’s credit functions in housing from those dealing with sub- 
be considered a stout advocate of the independence and responsi- 
ot 0^ tbe pending legislation expressed by him on behalf 

^ chamber closely paralleled those of MBA. 

pnolll’ endorsed the idea of a flexible interest rate for FHA and VA mort- 

advisory committee proposal for rate control bv a 
committee rather than by the President and suggested that the Presi- 
Other mortgage terms and conditions “could be eliminated 
loan legislation without loss.” He endorsed the modifications in the FHA 
schedule as in the bill as introduced, the increase in the maximum 
- amount, the equalization of terms for new and existing construction 

the , I, creases in title I loan limits, and the open-end mortgage 

maZ ^stabllshinc a permanent secondary mortgage 

ofn o 1 ^ ^^^®on indicated a preference for features and limitations 

view nf P*;oPosed by the advisory committee rather than those in the MIL HM 

203 ♦ -1.1 was that “with the other proposed changes in sectiou 

* this special type of loan will not be needed.” secuou 
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SIGNS OP SPRING IN BUSINESS 

Amid the alarms and excursions described above, the mortgage business, sup- 
porting and supported by a volume of construction surpassing that of last year, 
has been going vigorously forward. The supply of savings has not only steadily 
increased but has also been made available in greater amounts by all types ot 
lending institutions., i Interest rates have continued to decline — ^latest evidence, 
the dropping of discount rates by all the Federal Reserve banks. The 4% per- 
cent FHA and VA rate is again taking the business without great difficulty. 

In other sectors of the economy, signs of a leveling of the decline have be- 
come fairly convincing. Total employment has been increasing during the last 
few months ; the recent increase in unemployment has been slight. Inventories 
appear to be coming into better balance as salesmanship gets more vigorous. 
Bad spots remain in the automobile, automotive parts, and household appliance 
delds, but no serious worsening has appeared. 

Paiiicularly encouraging are the indications of improvement in the farm area, 
showing up in a strengthening of the market for farm equipment. A number 
of large concerns report a leveling-off of the 2-year decline in sales. Best con- 
ditions are reported in the corn and hog regions. Farm mortgage activity by 
life-insurance companies has been larger than a year ago. 


[Advance proof of an editorial from the May 1054 issue of House and Home! 

Now Is THE Time To Speak up for FHA 

AN EDITORIAL 

A little knowledge is a dangerous thing. Seldom has that truism been dem- 
onstrated more sadly than by the harm the well-meaning President has Jujst 
wrought in the housing field. 

For this we cannot blame the President. He has too many other responsi- 
bilities to study and understand the intricacies of Government relationship with 
any one industry — even though this industry is growing to be America’s biggest 
and most dynamic, even though it is the outstanding example of what intelligent 
collaboration between Government and business can achieve at no cost to the 
taxpayer. 

But why was there no one among the White House advisers with the knowledge 
and courage to tell him the FHA “scandals” he has helped spread all over the 
front pages are an old story full of dangerous and misleading half truths, an 
old story that looks very different when all the facts are told? (See box below.) 

Why was the President allowed to be a party to the flood of misleading head- 
lines and occasional outright falsehoods that have discredited the whole home- 
building industry and the whole Federal Housing Administration in the eyes 
of millions of uninformed readers? 

“The reasons ♦ ♦ * as announced are unbelievable to anyone familiar with the 
operations of the FHA — ■' was the unanimous verdict of a conference of the 
Mortgage Bankers’ Asso.ciation. Was it necessary to burn down the whole fo^ 
est to drive out a few wolves? 

This was no sudden revelation of danger and evil. Indeed, the only call for 
haste was to beat a Democratic Senator to the gun on an expose which would 
have hurt the Democrats more than the Republicans. 

CONSIDER NOW THE RESULTS OF THE PRESIDENT’S ACTION 

1. The President has made his own Republican appointee the scapegoat for 
“scandals” under the Democrats 6 years before the scapegoat took office. 

2. He has pilloried one of the most upright and honorable business leaders he 
had been able to bring into his administration and so warned businessmen every- 
where to stay out of Government service lest they too be sacrificed to make a 
Roman holiday. 

3. He has endangered the whole housing program of his own administratloap 
a program whose importance to better housing it would be hard to overestimate 
a program which could have been the Magna Charta of slum rehabilitation and 
housing conservation, a program history might have recorded among his admm- 
istration’s outstanding achievements in the domestic field. And he timed dW 
attack to the very moment when the program, after months of study, seemed 
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assured of passing both Houses of Congress within a matter of weeks. 

4. He has upset a significant experiment in industrial democracy inaugurated 
by his own administration — an experiment in which the best brains in the in- 
dustry were called in consultation and worked night and day to reconcile their 
(jften-confiicting interests behind a program from which the home-owning public 
, haii more to gain than the home-building industry. 

f). He lias weakened the strongest single support on which his administration 
was counting to sustain prosperity in the present business decline — the high 
TOlume of home-building that generates good business in so many other lines. 

Money lenders are notoriously timid about investments which may be subject 
to such public criticism as has just been heaped on high-percentage mortgages — 
and without high-percentage mortgages most families must drop out of the market 
for homes. 

This magazine is no apologist for abuses in FHA. On the contrary, this 
magazine has done more than any other agency, public or private, to put the 
faults of FHA clearly on record so they could be corrected, and if the President 
could have found time to follow our pages regularly he would have known all 
about the criticisms of 608 financing and all about the troubles with title I repair 
loans. He would also have known the reasons for the troubles and the steps long 
since taken to correct them. 

For example, 52 months ago — in January 1950 — this magazine (then part of 
Architectural Forum) published what is still recognized everywhere as the 
definitive critique of the apartment-house boom financed under FHA section 608 — 
u critique headlined “Private Profit and Public Risk.” This caused a furor in 
Congress and was one principal reason section 608 was not continued. 

Last fall we spelled out in so many words how “consumers are being swindled 
out of millions of dollars In the field of home Improvement ♦ * * on a loophole 
in Federal law.” That report played at least some part in the stricter title I 
regulations Commissioner Hollyday issued. 

We have recognized rare signs of fraud in some FHA ofiBces and at least once 
we went much further than the libel laws allowed to point a finger at the suspects, 
and just 2 months ago we gave 12 pages to a roundtable report detailing the harm 
some of FHA’s appraisal policies and practices were doing. 

Because we have never condoned what is wrong with FHA we are proud to be 
the first to reaffirm that : 

1. FHA is the best thing that ever happened to the home-buying public. It 
has enabled millions of families to own far better homes than they could other- 
wise afford. FHA has enabled home building at long last to enter the industrial 
revolution with all its promise of progress and economy. 

2. FHA is the No. 1 example of Government and business partnership at no 
cost to the taxpayer. 

3. FHA offers the only firm foundation for redeveloping our slums and reversing 
the spread of blight through private enterprise with private capital. 

4. With few exceptions FHA has been staffed by devoted public servants, many 
of them working for much less than they could earn in private enterprise. 

Now is the time for everyone else who knows and understands and values what 
FHA has done for the country to speak up clear and bold. 

There is no use crying about the harm and injustice that has just been done. 
We are fortunate that a man of Norman Mason’s experience and character has 
been willing to take charge at FHA at such a moment. Now is the time for all 
good men to rally behind him and salvage what can still be salvaged of the pro- 
gram that was so incontinently and inexplicably wrecked. 

here are two dangerous half-truths the president might have explained 
Mf-truth No. 1 

FHA insurance under section 608 enabled many apartment builders to get 
i Mortgages for more than their total cost. 

whole truth 

For all its faults the 608 program was an outstanding success in achieving the 
goals set by Congress and the President. “By harnessing the most acquisitive 
aspects of private enterprise” it broke the back of the postwar housing shortage. 

So far this program has not cost the taxpayers a penny, and there is no longer 
JHy good reason to believe it ever will. On the contrary it saved the taxpayers 
Jnndreds of millions of dollars they might otherwise have had to spend to achieve 
‘became goal through public construction. 
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The 608 program can be understood only by remembering the tremtsidoug 
clamor for new housing after the war, when returning veterans were sleeping on 
park benches, living in Quonset huts, and doubling up in their parents’ attics 
•Iflxpediter Wilson Wyatt was making new headlines each day with new schema 
to get home-building started. Of all the schemes he tried, section 608 was the 
only one that paid ott* big in the end. Said our editors 52 months ago : “This com- 
bination of public risk and private profit is perhaps the only way an apartment 
boom could have got started under rent control, which suspends the normal action 
of supply and demand on all postwar housing.’’ Though many of the section 608 
loans insured by FHA were bigger than the cost of the project, few have gone 
into default, and most of these have been put back on a paying basis. All the 
608 loans have now been substantially reduced, and with each passing year the 
danger of large scale default gets smaller. Meanwhile the FHA insurance 
reserves against such defaults are piling up. 

When the need for section 608 passed, Congress allowed it to lapse in 1950. 

ffalf-truth No. 2 

The public has been defrauded out of millions of dollars on repair and 
moderni; 5 ation jobs financed under FHA title I. r r 

The whole timth 

Titl6 I has enabled some 2 million homeowners a year to finance home im- 
provements they could not otherwise have afforded. Some of these horaeowneis 
have been overcharged for shoddy jobs, usually by racketeers masquerading ns 
honest contractors. 

Congress never had any idea that FHA could guarantee homeowners against 
poor workmanship or excessive charges whenever they decided to repair the roof 
or install a new bath. And so Congress allowed FHA only three inspectors 
(increased last year to six) to check up on all these jobs — jobs which averaged 
1,200 a day per inspector. 

Congress had expected the banks which made the title I loans (at 9.6 percent 
Interest) to assume primary responsibility for policing title I. When many (rf 
them failed to do so Commissioner Hollyday issued new regulations last fall 
fixing their responsibility clearly. Thereupon Administrator Cole congratulated 
him on his “straightforward approach to the problem,’’ and the Presidetlt!^s own 
ad\isory committee on housing policy said: “These new regulations will correct 
the abuses and no further requirement should be imposed at this time * * ♦ A 
mandatory inspection requirement would be unworkable and would serve only 
to curtail drastically the scope of the title I program.’’ 


(Letter to Members, No. 17-64, issued April 14, 15)64] 


To : All members. 

Subject : Resignation of Guy T. O. Hollyday. 

Dear Me&ibers : You will find enclosed a copy of the statement issued by me as 
presid.^nt of the Mortgage Bunkers Association of America following the an- 
nouncement of Guy Hollyday’s resignation as Commissioner of the Federal 
Housing Administration. 


To the extent that your own sentiments are reflected by this statement you 
should feel at liberty to express yourself to your Senator, Congressman or to the 
White House. The removal of Mr. Hollyday came as a complete surprise to all in 
attendance at the Eastern Mortgage Conference in New York. Many of our 
board of governors and some of our executive committee were available for their 
counsel. The urgency of the situation in my opinion required an immediate 
statement of our position. 

Should you give expression to your Ideas please send copies to our headquar- 
ters office in Chicago and tell your officers how you feel as to the action taken. 


Very truly yours, 


W. A, Clark, President. 


Upon hearing of the resignation of Guy T. O. Hollyday as Commissioner of the 
Federal Housing Administration, W. A. Clarke, president of the Mortgage Bank- 
ers Association of America, today (April 13) issued the following statement: 
“The forced resignation of Guy T. O. Hollyday as Commissioner of the Federal 
Housing Administration is unwise and unjust. In Mr. Hollyday’s resignation the 
administration and the entire country have suffered a great loss. 
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"We are indignant at his abrupt dismissal. This move reflects discredit not 
Dpon Mr. Hollyday but upon the administration. The reasons for Mr. HoUyday’s 
digmissal as announced are unbelievable to anyone familiar with him or with the 
operations of the FHA. 

“Itiis well known that the alleged abuses in the emergency apartment-house 
program relate to an activity which was ended and terminated by the Congress 
in IW iong before Mr. Cole and Mr. Hollyday were appointed in their positions, 
it is also well known that the misuse of the home improvement and repair pro- 
gram has been under intensive investigation by Mr. Hollyday. Contrary to the 
published statements, this association knows what tremendous strides Mr. Holly- 
day bas made in less than a year in strengthening the FHA. 

“In our opinion, Mr. Hollyday’s resignation has been forced not because of any 
indifference to abuses of the FHA system even though that is the announced 
reason. We wonder whether the real motive behind this summary firing is the 
fact that Mr. Hollyday is known to hav^ opposed the administration’s plan to 
transfer from the FHA to the Housing and Home Finance Agency the authority 
and responsibility placed by the Congress with FHA. The eifect of Mr. Holly- 
day’s firing is to remove a man who opposes this centralization of control which 
he believes to be wrong and the weakening of the agency he was appointed to 
administer. 

j “Mr, Hollyday's summary dismissal will be resented by everyone who knows 
him, knows what he stands for and what he has endeavored to accomplish for the 
administration. It is a blow to good government and to the cause of enlisting 
Intelligent and honest people in government.” 


[Letter to Members, No. 27~64, issued July 13, 1954] 


To: All members. 

Prom: Samuel E. Neel. 

Subject: Interim report on FHA Investigations. 

Dear Member: Recent MBA News Letters have contained some informa- 
tion describing the current FHA investigations, and their effect upon the pro- 
posed Housing Act and the operations of FHA. 

It has been suggested, however, that this special letter to members be cir- 
culated in order to describe in more detail recent events in this field. 

I. Operations of FHA : Following Mr. Hollyday’s dismissal on April 12, the 
President appointed Mr. Norman P. Mason as Acting Commissioner of the 
Federal Housing Administration. Mr. J. Stanley Baughman, president of the 
Federal National Mortgage Association was temporarily assigned to assist Mr. 
Mason. 


Also on April 12, HHFA Administrator Cole announced the appointment of 
Mr. William C. McKenna as Deputy Administrator in charge of the FHA inves- 
tigation. The investigative staff, which had formerly been attached to FHA 
was transferred and placed under Mr. McKenna’s control. As Mr. McKenna’s 
investigation proceeded, his offices were moved, to the FHA building itself. 
According to a statement made before the Senate Banking and Currency Com- 
mittee, there are now approximately 95 investigators operating under Mr. 
McKenna’s direction. 


From time to time following Mr. McKenna’s appointment, various of the 
lormer FHA policymaking officials were dismissed or suspended. At the end 
nf June, Acting FHA Commissioner Mason announced major changes in the 
organizational setup of his agency. These call for 4 assistant commissioners 
Uecnnical Standards, Programs, Operation.s, Administration), 3 directors (Pub- 
Hc imormation, Minority Group Housing, Examination and Audit), and a Gen- 
Counsel, all reporting directly to the Commissioner, 
a -Assistant Commissioner for Technical Standards will direct an Appraisal 
and Mortgage Risk Division (Underwriting) .and an Architectural Standards 
oivision (corresponding to the prewar Technical Division). Programs will 
involve the Research and Statistics Division and “formulating and appraising 
^HA programs in the light of objectives set by the Congress.” Administration 
will take in the functions of comptroller, personnel, general services, and budget. 

c>f Operations will carry the full responsibility for 
operations in the field including the duties formerly exercised by the 
asMstant commissioners for title I underwriting and rental housing. He will 
thugiiuan the central point for the entire program. 
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Aside from Assistant Commissioner Charles A. Bowser (Technical Standards) 
none of the top Jobs and few of the second-line jobs have been filled. The follow' 
ing positions are among those still vacant: (1) Deputy Commissioner; (2) Qen. 
eral Counsel; (3) Assistant General Counsel; (4) Assistant Commissioner for 
Administration; (5) Assistant Commissioner for Operations; and (6) Assistant 
Commissioner for Programs. 

Commissioner Mason is attempting to find candidates to fill these positions 
a job which is understandably difficult under today’s conditions. Mr. Mason’s 
own nomination as Commissioner is now before the Senate Banking and Cur- 
rency Committee, and hearings on his confirmation are expected to be held 
within the next few weeks. 

From the above analysis it will be seen that with the exception of the large 
staff devoted to investigative functions, the FHA headquarters office in Wash- 
ington is operating with a skeleton staff of policymaking officials. The effect of 
such a situation on the business of Ff^ is difficult to as.sess and will probably 
be felt and make itself evident to members in the field more quickly than it 
will to observers in Washington. 

II. The FHA Investigation: For reasons of convenience, the FHA investi- 
gation can be spoken of as such. Actually one of the confusing aspects of this 
situation is that there are at least three separate and distinct investigations 
now being conducted, these are: (1) The internal investigation of FHA prac- 
tices and procedures which is being conducted by Mr. McKenna; (2) the inves- 
tigation now being conducted by the Senate Banking and Currency Committee, 
and (3) the investigation which is being conducted by Senator Byrd as chair- 
man of the Joint Committee on Reduction of Nones.sential Federal Expenditures. 

Certain information about Mr. McKenna’s internal investigation was made 
public in his latest testimony before the Senate Banking and Currency Com- 
mittee. This will be described briefiy hereafter. Other aspects of his investi- 
gations have not been made public, and, therefore, it is difficult to report the 
extent of these investigations and what their ultimate results will be. It is 
understood that numerous builders and some lenders have been approached par- 
ticularly with reference to operations under section 608 and title I. The 608 
questionnaire distributed by Acting Commissioner Mason and which has been 
the subject of an earlier letter to members is an example of the procedures 
likely to be involved as this investigation progresses. Other information on 
this investigation is contained in a letter dated June 25, 1954, from Administrator 
Cole to Senator Byrd, printed in the Congressional Record of June 30, 1954, which 
reads, in part, as follows : 

“♦ ♦ ♦ For various reasons, including a test of our sampling process, a ques- 
tionnaire has been directed to all section 608 projects. A copy of that ques- 
tionnaire is enclosed. Failures to reply satisfactorily to that questionnaire will, 
in the least, indicate a possible need for further investigation of the nonrespond- 
ing corporation. The responses to the questionnaire will also provide overall 
statistics as well as individual case data. 

“Substantially the same program is in process with respect to section 207, 
section 213, section 803, and section 908 operations of FHA, except that no 
questionnaires have yet been directed. In addition, more limited studies are in 
progress with respect to section 608-10, section 609, and section 611. The inves- 
tigation covers the use of section 203 for multifarally rental housing projects, 
and, in a much more general way, the section 203 program of FHA. ♦ ♦ 

The investigation of the Senate Banking and Currency Committee is under 
the control of Mr. William Simon, who was employed by the committee especially 
for this purpose. It is understood that the committee investigative staff ba? 
also been conducting field investigations of its own. 

On June 28, 1954, the committee, following a number of executive sessions, 
began a second series of public hearings focused on the financial arrangements of 
rental projects financed under section 608. 

As the first witness in this series of hearings, Mr. McKenna produced for the 
committee the details of 29 .section 608 projects in which mortgage loans had been 
made in excess of actual projects costs. Many of these situations have been 
reported extensively in the newspapers. 

Mr. McKenna also produced for the committee a report on instances where 
builders had allegedly violated the minimum-wage provisions of the National 
Housing Act without effective prosecution by FHA. 

Following Mr. McKenna’s testimony, the committee called as witnesses the 
officials of a number of 608 corporations. The testimony so far shows how the 
omission in the 608 regulations of two significant clauses which were in the 207 
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regulations could have produced unusual profits in the few instances out of the 
total where builders took advantage of their absence/ These provisions were 
(1) the prohibition against liens other than the mortgage, (2) the prohibition 
against the redemption, purchase, or paying off of any stock or interest in the 
corporation except with the Commissioner’s approval. 

The first of these omissions permitted corporations to obtain their risk funds 
in the form of loans rather than of stock investment, thus reducing their cor- 
porate tax liability by the creation of an interest charge, and permitting the 
corporation to be capitalized with a minimum of paid-in capital. 

The second permitted a close identity of the owning and building operations, 
the retention of funds ordinarily paid out for building, services, and, in the end, 
the distribution of all such funds in the form of a capital gain rather than of 
income. 

Without passing on other aspects of these transactions, it is plain that the 
visible effect would be to give the appearance of a very low base against which to 
figure profit at the same time that it showed wliat seemed to be a very high 
profit. Even in tlie most spectacular cases a much more normal profit ratio 
would have been revealed if the project (as the majority of 608 projects were) 
had been subject to the section 207 procedure. Also the Government’s tax take 
would have been increased. 

Other matters stressed in the recent hearings were: (1) The promotional 
activities of one lender, which is said to have organized projects and advanced 
funds for land purchase and other initial expenses, as well as provided the 
mortgage funds; (2) the alleged failure of FHA to enforce the prevailing- wage 
requirement under section 608; (3) the avoidance of the $5 million project cost 
limitation, and (4) the conversion of 608 projects to accommodate transients. 

After temporarily closing the hearings on July 2, Chairman Capehart an- 
nounced that, beginning July 12, hearings would be resumed in Wa.shington at 
which time former FHA ofiBcials may be called. Mentioned were former Com- 
missioners Raymond W. Foley and Franklin D. Richards, former Deputy Com- 
missioner Walter Greene, and former Assistant Commissioner Curt Mack. 
Additional testimony will also be taken from section 608 participants. 

Following the Washington session. Chairman Capehart stated that the 
Banking and Currency Committee would carry its investigation into a number of 
the largest centers of FHA activity, tentatively including New York, Cleveland, 
Columbus, Chicago, Los Angeles, Detroit, Baltimore, Philadelphia, and Dallas. 
These field hearings will delve into all aspects of FHA operations. 

Senator Byrd’s Joint Committee on Reducation of Nonessential Federal Expend- 
itures continues its independent investigation of housing activities. While this 
committee has not held public hearings, its chairman has from time to time issued 
statements that reveal the direction of its probing. Attention currently is being 
turned to public housing and slum-clearance activities. Allegations are made of 
excessive payments for land assembly to avoid condemnation and connivance for 
private gain in slum-clearance operations. 

From the above discussion. It will be evident that the FHA investigation will 
continue in one form or another throughout the summer and until the fall. 

It is difiicult for an observer in Washington to assess the permanent effects of 
the present investigations. Industry observers have been as much concerned 
with the effects of the hearings on FHA operations and on the pending legisla- 
tion as with the method of conducting the current hearings. From this post it 
is difficult to judge what the disclosures are doing to FHA in the country gener- 
ally, and comment from MBA members is solicited on such matters as morale and 
performance in local FHA offices, effects of recent rulings, current attitude of 
builder and lender toward participation in FHA programs. If the statistics on 
FHA operations can be taken as evidence, no adverse effect can be discerned. 
Although FHA’s current activity continues to be lower than VA’s, Its applica- 
tions during June covered 55,000 units, topping, for the first time in 12 months, 
the volume of the corresponding month in the previous year. 

Ill propo.sed housing legislation ; The conference committee on the housing 
hill (H. R. 7839), having finally been set up on June 17, managed to get in three 


use of the word “few” perhaps should be justified. Figures supplied by HHPA 
jnaicate that there were 7,031 mortgages Insured by FHA under sec. 608. Of these 7,031 
mortgages, public allegations of substantial mortgaging out have been made in 219 cases, 
1 details have been made available on only 29. In other words, unless addl- 

iionai cases are listed hereafter, and even assuming the charges against all 219 mortgagors 
substantiated, over 68/70 of all the mortgages Insured by FHA under sec. 608, 
“Pparently. did not Involve substantial mortgaging out. 
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Short sessions before July 4, at which agreement was reached in respect to title 
I as follows : 

1. The Senate provision retaining the present $2,500 loan limit was accepted. 

2. The House proposal for 20 percent coinsurance was reduced to 10 percent 

3. The Senate provision limiting title I loan activity to supervised lenders and 
other lenders specifically approved by the Commissioner was accepted. 

4. The Senate provision restricting loans to those resulting in substantial 
improvement to the basic livability or utility of the property was accepted. 

6. The Senate provisions preventing multiple loans on the same property in 
excess of the maximum loan limit for loans on new houses within 6 months after 
completion were accepted. 

6. The Senate proposal for completion certificates by borrowers and dealers 
was dropped. 

The conference met again July 7, and agreed on maximum mortgage amounts 
for 1- to 4-family homes of 95 percent of the first $9,000 and 75 percent of the 
excess. The conferees also agreed to retain the 20-year debenture maturity for 1- 
to 4-family houses. They further agreed on a $100 million program of FHA 
insurance on farm homes on plots of 5 or more acres adjacent to public highways. 

The conferees expect to continue their session uninterruptedly until the num- 
erous differences in the House and Senate versions are resolved. Mid-July is 
probably the earliest date to expect a report, with the probability of a somewhat 
later date than that. Until the report is presented, it will not be possible fully 
to judge the extent to which failures to differentiate between the techniques ci 
secion 608 and 207, the effect to make FHA responsible for builders’ performance, 
and other title I restrictions devised before the allegations about FHA opera- 
tions can be cooly evaluated, will reduce FHA’s effectiveness as an instrumen- 
tality of the private home mortgage market. 

Sincerely yours, 

SA^ruEL E. Neel, General Counsel 


Mr. Neel, Now, the letter to which you referred — just a minute Mr. 
Simon. Let me answer the question. 

The letter to which you have just referred is a request of the Com- 
missioner of the Federal Housing Administration for information. 

That letter did not come from this committee, nor was it a request 
of this committee. As a matter of fact, according to my understand- 
ing, there is serious doubt as to whether the FHA Commissioner ever 
requested an opinion from his own legal staff as to whether he had the 
legal right to ask for this information. 

As a matter of fact, Mr. Chairman, yesterday in a conversation that 
I had with Mr. Meistrell, I asked him whether anybody 

The Chairman. Mr. Neel, in all fairness, if you wanted to be coop- 
erative, why didn’t you give FHA the information that they wanted? 

Mr. Neel. I think anybody is under 

The Chairman. Even if they have no authority, when we are trying 
to get the facts on all these alleged irresriilarities 1 would like to make 
a part of the record the text of the FHA questionnaire which was 
sent out. 

Mr. Neel. I have it here, if you have not already made it a part of 
the record. 

The Chairman. We are going to make it a part of the record. 

Without objection, it will be made a part of the record. 

(The questionnaire referred to follows:) 


Federal Housing Administration, 
Washington 25, D. 6'., June 17, 1954. 

To : All mortgagors under section 60S of title VI of the National Housing Act 
Subject : Cost infonnation and other data. 

Gentlemen: To facilitate the investigation of the FHA recently undertaken 
by the Government, it has been determined necessary to obtain information con- 
cerning projects completed under section 608 of the National Housing Act. 
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Pursuant to the authority vested in the Commissioner, your firm as a section 
fi08 mortgagor is required to furnish the information called for in the enclosed 
questionnaire. This information will be subject to audit under the regulations 
of this agency. 

It is desired that the questionnaire be completed and returned to the Federal 
Housing Administration, room 523, 1001 Vermont Avenue NW., Washington 2o, 
D. C., by July 15, 1954. 

Very truly yours, ^ . 

Norman P. Mason, Acting Commissioner. 

Project No 

^Project name) 


(City and State) 


Questionnaire 

The questions set forth herein have two overall purposes : 

1. To determine the actual cost of the above-completed project, L e., land, struc- 

tures, improvements, fees, and financing. 

2. If the actual cost of the project is less than the amount of the mortgage loan, 

to determine the disposition of the difference. 

PAST I (CONSULT INSTRUCTIONS AS TO “IDENTITY OP INTEREST*’ IN PART II BEFORE 

COMPLETING THE ENTRIES IN PART I) 

1. Total principal amount of insured mortgage loan (before amorti- 
zation) $ 


2. Cost of land (if owned and not leased) — 

(a) If seller and mortgagor have identity of interest (from 

pt. II-A-3) 

(b) If no identity of interest 

3. Land preparation (grading, utilities, streets, off-site improve- 

ment, etc., not included under 5 (a) or 5 (b) below) 


4. Total cost of land 


6. Construction cost : 

(a) Amount paid under construction contract (s) if no iden- 

tity of interest (include contractors’ fees) ^ 

(b) Actual total construction cost if mortgagor and contrac- 

tor (s) have identity of interest (from pt. II-B-6) 

6. Less refunds or rebates from contractor (s), dealers, employees 


7. Net construction costs 

8. Architect’s fee 

9. Interest during construction 

10. Taxes during construction 

11. Premiums for insurance during construction 

12. FHA mortgage Insurance premium 

13. FHA examination fee 

14. FHA inspection fee 

15. Financing expense 

16. Title and recording expense 

17. Legal and organization expense 

18. Other (itemize) 


19. Total project costs 

20. Difference between mortgage and total project costs 
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21. If actual costs of projects are less than amount of mortgage indicate below 
what disposition was made of the differencje. 

(a) Dividends $ 

(h) Redemption of stock 

(c) Loans to stockholders 

(d) Loans to others (specify) 


(e) Paid to contractor (s> in excess of contractor’s actual 

costs where identity of interest exists 

(f) Paid to seller of land in excess of his actual cost where 

Identity of interest exists 

(ff) Other disposition (specify) 


PAST n 

Part II-A is to be filled out only in those cases where the land was purchased 
from someone having an Identity of interest with the mortgagor. Part II-B is 
to be filled out only in those cases where the construction was performed by the 
mortgagor or by others having an identity of interest with the mortgagor. (For 
the purpose of this questionnaire “identity of interest” is construed to mean any 
^ancial or other relationship between the mortgagor or any of its officers, 
directors, or stockholders with the general contractor, subcontractors, materials 
suppliers, or the grantor (seller) of the project land to the mortgagor). 

List by name each general contractor, subcontractor, materials supplier or 
others with whom there was an identity of interest. 


A, Land data 

1. Date of sale to mortgagor 

2. Date of purchase by individual or corporation having identity of interest 

with mortgagor 

3. Cost of land to individual or corporation having identity of interest with 

mortgagor $ 

B. Actual construction cost 

The actual cost incurred in the completion of construction exclusive of off-site 
utilities and streets and all kickbacks, rebate and trade discounts received Id 
connection with the construction of the project is Itemized below. 

i. Suhcontractors {.include contractor's fees) 

Name Type of toorfc Amount 

$ 


Miscellaneous. 


Total amount of subcontracts 

(Note, — Subcontracts of less than $1,(K)0 each may be included as a lump suifl 
under miscellaneous.) 


0 
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2. Materials {not included in auhcontracts) 


Purchased from 


$ 


Amount 


Miscellaneous 


Total cost of materials used i 

;t(NoTB. — Total purchases of materials amounting to less than $1,000 from a 
dealer may be included as a lump sum under miscellaneous.) 

Note. — If additional space is required, append rider with appropriate refer- 
ences thereto, and initial rider. 

5. Labor {not included in subcontracts) 

Type 

Carpenters 

Masons 

Plumbers 

Electricians 

Common 

Superintendents 

Watchmen 

Other (itemize) 


Miscellaneous IIII 

Total cost of labor J IlimilllimZZ 

labor other than as classified above amounting to less than 
000 for a particular class may be included as a lump sum under miscellaneous.) 

4. Job overhead 

Item Amount 

Insurance during construction not included under part I $ 

bight and power _ ~~ 

Telephone and teleeranh 

Water ZZ-ZZZZZZZZZZZZZZZZZZZZZZ 

Other (itemize) ~~ 2 


Amount 
$ 


Miscellaneous 

Total for job overhead ZIIIIIZZIIZZZZ 

overhead for items other than as listed above amounting to less 
^cellaneonsT enumerated and included as a lump sum under 

5. General contractor 


^entity of Interest was with one or more subcontractors or materials 
aSnff there was no identity of interest with the general contractor, state 
ount paid to general contractor (not Included in other items in pt. II-B). 
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6. Total construction cost 


Amount 

Total items 1 through 5, pt. II-B 


[Gorporate seal] 


Mortgagor 

By 

Title 


Attest ; 


Secretary 


State of._ 
County of. 



being first duly sworn, says that he is the 

z of - - , a corporation created and exist- 
ing under the laws of the State of ; that he is authorized to and 

does make this aflidavit for “and on behalf of said corporation ; and that the 
information given in answer to the foregoing questionnaire is true and correct 
to the best of his knowledge and belief. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this day of 


, m 


Notary Public. 

Mr. Neel. When a client asks an attorney whether he should fill 
out under oath, a questionnaire such as this one, relating to informa- 
tion, or to occurrences which took place years ago, I think the lawyer 
for that client is under an obligation to advise him of all the possible 
dangers that might occur and that is what I did. 

- The Chaibman. Mr. Neel, we are not questioning you as a lawyer. 
Frankly, our criticism is directed at the association and not at you 
j)ersonally. You are acting in the capacity of a lawyer for the asso- 
ciation. . 

Mr. Neel. That is why I suggested to Mr. Simon, when he called 
me 

The Chairman. We have you here as a witness, today, because you 
did as attorney for the association, at their request, give them an 
opinion and wrote the letter. 

I assume you did it at their request. Is that right ? ^ 

Mr. Neel. Yes, indeed. 

That is why I suggested to Mr. Simon day before yesterday when 
he telephoned me that if he wished to get an official expression of 
opinion from an officer of this association as to the association’s 
opinion of the committee’s conduct, that you ask me to bring before 
you one of the officers of the association, but he indicated he did not 
wish to do that. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Neel, granted that you and every other lawyer is 
entitled to his opinion on the authority of the Commissioner to ask 
for this, who directed that your opinion of Mason’s want of author- 
ity, be circulated to all the members of the Mortgage Bankers Asso- 
ciation ? 

Mr. Neel. Nobody directed it, Mr. Simon. , , 

Mr. Simon. Did you send that out on your own ? <> 

Mr. Neel. Yes, indeed. Under, my employment as counsel for 
MBA, I have a responsibility to give to the membership any infqijj^fi' 
tion which in my opinion they ought to have called to their atteatioi). 

Mr. Simon. You said a moment ago when a client asks a lawyer 
for an opinion he is bound to give his honest opinion. 
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Mr. Neel. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. To which I would be the first to subscribe. 

Mr. Neel. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. But what you are saying here is that they hadn’t asked 
for your opinion, but you thought they ought to have it. 

Mr. Neel. No, indeed. You will see the letter itself states a mem- 
ber of the association asked for my opinion, and I am employed by 
the association and not by an individual member. 

Mr. Simon. But you determined, at any rate, to send it on to all 
the other members ? 

Mr. Neel. Yes, indeed. 

The Chairman. We understand that you have been acting in the 
capacity of a lawyer for the Mortgage Bankers Association. You 
have been representing them, and in doing what you did, here, you 
id it because you thought it was in their best interests ? 

Mr. Neel. Yes ; I did, sir. 

The Chairman. Now my question is this: Do you feel we must 
have added legislation in order to get the information that Mr. 
Mason asks for in that questionnaire ? 

Mr. Neel. In my opinion you should have additional legislation, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much for your testimony. We 
appreciate it. 

The Chairman. Our next witness will be Mr. Hughes of the Na- 
tional Association of Home Builders. 

Mr. Hughes 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God? 

TESTIMONY OF R. G. HUGHES, PRESIDENT, NATIONAL 
ASSOCIATION OF HOME BUILDERS 

Mr. Hughes. I do. 

The Chairman. You are the president of the National Association 
of Home Builders ? 

Mr. Hughes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Would you give your name and address to the reporter, 
Mr. Hughes. 

Mr. Hughes. My name is R. G. Hughes. I live in Tampa, Tex. 

Mr. Simon. You are the president of the National Association of 
Home Builders? 

Mr. Hughes. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. I hold in my hand a booklet some 8 or 10 pages long 
entitled, “Were the Windfalls Wicked?” reprinted from the Wash- 
ington Post of August 16 through August 20, 1954. On the inside 
cover it says : 

You will be interested to know that the National Association of Home Builders 
sent reprints of this Washington Post and Times-Herald series to the building- 
wade associations and real-estate editors and writers throughout the country. 

Are you familiar with that book? 

Mr. Hughes. I have seen that booklet. 

BOCOO— 54— pt. 4 62 
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Mr. Simon. Was it sent to the building-trade associations, real- 
estate editors and writers throughout the country at your direction | 
^Mr. Hughes. I did not send and neither did the Nationah Associa- 
tion of Home Builders send that book to anybody. 

Mr. Simon. Is this a false statement, then ? 

The Chaerman. Show him the statement. 

Will someone hand him that statement. 

Mr. Simon. The inside cover. Will you read it again ? 

Mr. Hughes. It says : 


Additional copies are available — 

You will be interested to know that the national association sent reprints of 
this Washington Post and Times Herald seides to building-trade associations 
and real-estate editors and writers throughout the country. 

We did not send this booklet. We did send reprints of the^ 


lilr. Simon. You didn’t send that piece of paper but other pieces of 
paper with the same words on it? 

Mr. Hughes. Reprints. Five articles, yes, were sent out to certain 
people. I don’t know whom. 

Mr. Simon. By your association ? 

Mr. Hughes. Xes. 

Mr. Simon. May I have that back, please? 

.^proximately how many copies did you send out ? 

Mr. Hughes. I have no way of knowing. 

Mr. Simon. Wasitamatterof 100, or 5,000? 

Mr. Hughes. It would be more than a hundred but less than 5,000, 
I would think. 

Mr. Simon. A thousand, maybe? 

Mr. Hughes. Approximately. 

, Mr. Simon. Is it a fair inference to make to say that since you sent 
them out in that quantity that your association subscribes to the views 
expressed in those articles? 

Mr. Hughes. We felt that the article gave a broad view of the sort 
of windfalls. 

Mr. Simon. There are just two things in the article that I would like 
to pick out as examples without taking the time to go into the whole 
article but the caption on the second of the series is “FHA Reforms 
Seen Killing Rental Units.” 

Is it the position of your association that to eliminate corruption 
and bribery in FHA, and to deny people mortgages of 125 to 130 per- 
cent of the cost, will kill rental units ? 

Mr. Hughes. That is not our position, 
w Mr. Simon. Well, why would you support the view -.that “FHA 
reforms are seen killing rental units.” 

Mr. Hughes. I didn’t say that we supported these forms. There are 
some statements in that that we doivt think are good for builders. 
But it is a two-sided picture of the story, we thought, and it is a differ- 
ent Mnd of a story than some of the stories that have been coming 
out in the newspapers. 

Mr. Simon. Well, the article following the caption I have just read 
is to the effect that unless builders can make a profit out of the mort- 
gage proceeds there won’t be any rental housing. 

Is that the position of your association ? 

Mr. Hughes. No, sir. . t. j, 
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Mr. Simon. It is not? It is not the position of your association? 
Mr. Hughes. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. I am glad to hear that. 

Now, the last of the articles has a caption “Feelings of Cafritz 
Ruffled by Ingrates.” And the tenor of the article is that the chairman 
of this committee was an ingrate because he was invited to a social 
function at the Cafritz home for the daughter of the Premier of Spain 
and in spite of having that invitation extended to him, he still sub- 
penaed Mr. Cafritz to come before this committee and that made him 
an ingrate. 

Does your association subscribe to that view ? 

Mr. Hughes. No. 

Mr. Simon. I cannot help but comment that the last two paragraphs 
of the article are as follows : 

To get around that, Cafritz thinks the FHA should insert a clause in its con- 
tracts requiring money left over in the pot to be applied toward paying off the 
mortgage. 

Do you agree to that? 

Mr. Hughes. I didn’t get the question. 

The Chairman. Kead it again, please. 

Mr. Simon (reading) : 

To get around that, Cafritz thinks the FHA should insert a clause in its con- 
; tracts requiring money left over in the pot to be applied toward paying off the 
mortgage. 

Do you agree to that ? 

Mr. Hughes. Well, that is one — I couldn’t say whether or not I do 
agree with you. 

Mr. Simon. Have you read these articles before ? 

Mr. Hughes. I have read them hurriedly. 

Mr.' Simon. Are you in a position to say whether you individually 
or your association agrees with that suggestion ? 

Mr. Hughes. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You are not ? 

Mr. Hughes. I think if you will look at the testimony that I gave 
here on April 21, that I made a recommendation of something similar 
to that. 

Mr. Simon. In your April testimony you disagreed with that? 

Mr. Hughes. I don’t believe I did. I think I recommended the same 
tiling. Something similar to it. 

Mr. Simon. That the excess mortgage proceeds should be applied 
to reduction of the mortgage. 

Mr. Hughes. I am not sure, but I believe that we did. 

The Chairman. The present law requires that, so it doesn’t make 
«ny difference. 

Mr. Hughes. We recommend it, I think, too. 

Mr. Simon. The last of this article says : 

Ab for himself and Parklands Manor, Morris Cafritz declares; “There was 
no windfall. No money was paid out. They should be tickled pink. Instead 
they CTy , ‘V ery unfair. Very unfair’.” 

And as for Cafritz’ wife Gwen, famed for her Foxhall Road NW. lawn 
^ees, the hostess’ recent gala for the daughter and son-in-law of Generalissimo 
l^ancisco Franco was embellished with a huge vase containing 2 dozen large 

yellow roses. 
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The card was signed by Senator Homer S. Capehart, Republican, of Indiana, 
chairman of the Banking and Currency Committee. He and Mrs. Capehart were 
sorry they couldn’t make it. 

I don’t know whether your group knew this wlien they sent reprints 
out around the country but the fact is that this big party for the 
daughter and son-in-law of Generalissimo Francisco Franco was on 
a Saturday night, Saturday, July IT, and there are two reasons why 
the guests at the party couldn’t have seen a large vase embellished— 
a huge vase embellished with 2 dozen large yellow roses. One was 
that there was only 1 dozen, not 2, and the second was that they were 
not delivered until the next morning. 

I have here a letter from the florist which I would like to include 
in the record, dated October 4, 1954. It is from Grandville Gnde, 
president of Gude’s, Inc., Florists. 

On July 14, your secretary, Miss Miller, phoned us for an order of 1 dozen 
yellow roses, $7.50, to be delivered to Mr. and Mrs. Morris Cafritz, 2301 Foxhall 
Road NW., on July 18. According to our records, this order was booked on 
ticket No. 5337-25 and delivered on July 18, between 9 ; 20 and 12 ; 45 p. m., 
by driver Ardis Hopkins, and signed for by John Slatzo, according to our delivery 
sheet No. 17230. 

We remain, 

OuDE Bros. 

Do you have any idea how the guests on Saturday night could 
have seen some roses that didn’t get there until Sunday ? 

Mr, Hughes. We didn’t write the articles and we didn’t censor 
them, either. 

Mr. Simon. I take it you are now saying you don’t particularly 
agree with all of it, is that it? . . ' , 

Mr. Hughes. I didn’t say we particularly agreed with it. I dont 
see that there is anything particularly wrong with sending news- 
papers and opinions of writers out to people. 

Mr. Simon. Had you ever sent any opinions on the other side outf 

The Chairman. Have you issued one single release, yet, or made 
one single statement in which you have said that many, many of the 
things that this committee have uncovered have been wrong ? 

Mr. Hughes. Senator— 

The Chairman. Or haven’t you failed to do it? 

Mr. Hughes. Senator, on May 4, 1 wrote a letter to the members of 
the National Association of Home Builders— some 30,000 members-- 
in which I think I very clearly outlined the position that we had 
taken at that time, and what we have done since that time. It says: 

We cannot condone any Illegal action on the part of anyone whether 
or outside of Government or amongst the membership of our association. 
We will cooperate with Government in finding any illegal activity that may 
exist. I have urged that illegal actions and discrepancies if such exist sliouifl 
be cleaned up whether they be amongst FHA employees or amongst home 
builders But the entire FHA and the entire home-building business shouiQ 
not be discredited since the alleged difiSculties admittedly involve but a emau 
fraction of FHA’s overall program. 

It goes on to say : 

Any illegal action which may be shown to exist in FHA must be cleaned up 
and the confidence of the people restored in the integrity of that agency. 

And I ended by saying : 

Please help us to do this job. 
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It went to all of our members. 

Mr. Semcon. Do you want to make that article part of the record ? 
Mr. Hughes. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Without objection, it will be made a part of the 
record. 

Dear Members: The temporary investigation hearings on FHA in the 
Senate have been concluded. Senator Capehart has announced that he will 
start writing up the housing bill on May 18. I am very positive in my convictions 
about the FHA. I have fought for the FHA on many occasions because I feel 
that it is the backbone of our business. And tbe Nation’s home-building busi- 
ness will ebb and flow in direct proportion to the rise or fall of the fortunes of 
! the FHA. 

My stand as president of NAHB from the very beginning has been as follows : 
We cannot condone illegal actions on the part of anyone — whether inside or 
outside of Government or amongst the membership of our association. We will 
cooperate with Government to end any illegal activities which may exist. I 
have urged that illegal actions and discrepancies — if such exist — should be 
cleaned up, whether they be among FHA employees or among home builders. 
But the entire FHA and the entire home-building business should not be dis- 
credited, since the alleged abuses admittedly involve only a small fraction of 
FM’s overall program. 

Since the original allegations were made, the investigations have brought 
forth no new charges of discrepancies. The alleged abuses are still estimated 
at less than one-tenth of 1 percent of the FHA’s entire insurance program. 

Administrator Cole has asked me to appoint a committee to advise with him 
concerning new housing problems which arise from day to day. That com- 
mittee has been appointed. 

Norman Mason, new FHA Commissioner, has asked for a representative of 
the home-building industry to serve on a committee to discuss the new FHA 
rules, regulations, and procedures which he will present to the fleld in a very 
few days. 

We have been working night and day trying to find proper answers to the 
legislative crisis which faces ns here in Washington. Any illegal actions which 
may be shown to exist in FHA must be cleaned up and the confidence of the 
people restored in the integrity of that agency. Please help us do this job. 

(The document referred to follows:) 

(Washington Letter, National Association of Home Builders of the United States, Wash- 
ington, D. C., May 4, 1964, No. 486]. 

Dear Member: The temporary investigation hearings on FHA in the Senate 
^ave been concluded. Senator Capehart has announced that he will start writing 
up the housing bill on May 18. I am very positive in my convictions about tbe 
FHA. I have fought for the FHA on many occasions because I feel that it is the 
backbone of our business. And the Nation’s home-building business will ebb and 
flow in direct proportion to the rise or fall of the fortunes of the FHA. 

My stand as president of NAHB from the very beginning has been as follows: 
We cannot condone illegal actions on the part of anyone — whether inside or 
outside of Government or amongst the membership of our association. We will 
cooperate with Government to end any illegal activities which may exist. I 
have urged that illegal actions and discrepancies — if such exist — should be 
cleaned up, whether they be among FHA employees or among home builders, 
entire FHA ami the entire home-building business should not be dis- 

pttA. alleged abuses admittedly involve only a small fraction of 

IjHA’s overall program. 

Since the original allegations were made, the investigations have brought 
jorth no new charges of discrepancies. The alleged abuses are still estimated at 
Afl of 1 percent of the FHA’s entire insurance program. 

Administrator Cole has asked me to appoint a committee to advise with him 
^ncerning new housing problems which arise from day to day. That committee 
been appointed. 

hft Mason, new FHA Commissioner, has asked for a representative of the 

rpi?? ^}^‘Ming industry to serve on a committee to discuss the new FHA rules, 
Suialions, and procedures which he will present to the field in a very few days! 
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We have been working: night and day trying to find proper answers to the 
legislative crisis which faces us here in Washington. Any illegal actions which 
may be shown to exist in FHA must be cleaned up and the confidence of the 
people restored in the integrity of that agency. Please help us do this job. 

let’s get on with the JOD ' ; 

We must pass a good housing bill. You must also help us do that job. But our 
main job and the real purpose of our existence is to build the houses that the 
Alnerican people need. People expect us to provide the proper number of houses 
and the proper kind of houses that they want, at prices which they can afford to 
pay. If we fail to provide the houses that the people need and want, then 
criticism of our industry will be justified. Therefore, in my opinion, the time 
has come for us to get on with the job. 

You will find in this letter an outline of the program on which we are warking. 
Jt is simple in principle. I want to help you in every way that I can to find 
better, more efficient, and easier ways of providing more good homes for more 
Americans. The passage of the housing bill now pending before the Congress— 
with certain revisions and amendments — should be of great help to you. It is 
one of the most important legislative measures that the Congress has ever con- 
sidered. It is important to the people of America because it will eliminate 
discriminations which have existed in the past against certain classes of people. 
It will give every American the opportunity to live in a good house. Therefore, 
we must have the financing tools provided in the bill if we expect to do our job as 
it should be done. 

EXPANSION OP NAHB SERVICE AND FUNCTIONS 

In order to be of further help to you in providing the houses that the people 
need and want at the prices that they can afford to pay, I have proposed that the 
services of NAHB be streamlined and expanded. The local association and 
individual members should have the opportunity to take fuller and more com. 
plete advantage of the materials and information which the national office 
provides. 

I hope to expand the services of the various existing departments and to set up 
new departments that are needed to render even better and more complete service 
to local associations and to individual members. Time and space will not permit 
full details concerning proposed improvements and expansion of our existing 
programs. I should mention that we are setting up a new sales and merchan- 
dising committee under the chairmanship of W. Hamilton Crawford — one of the 
best merchandisers of housing in the Nation. 

We propose a new concept in our mortgage finance department. We have set 
up a new division designed (a) to show builders how they can take full and com- 
plete advantage of all available mortgage financing tools, and (b) to start a 
campaign to channel additional money into mortgage loans. It is my opinion 
that additional funds will be needed to carry out the objectives outlined in 
President Eisenhower’s housing program. 

We have also employed a housing economist to gather vital housing facts and 
data. 

COMMITTEE STRUCTURE AUGMENTED 

NAHB is new an organization of more than 29,000 members. According to 
Prank Burns, chairman of the regional vice presidents council, our membership 
should increase to at least 33,000 by the end of this year. Since our organization 
has grown and is continuing to grow so rapidly, I feel it is necessary to revise our 
committee structure in order to (1) assign specific duties to hundreds of regional 
and local homebuilders who have proven their sincerity and capabilities and to 
give them the opportunity of leadei'ship; and (2) to give local associations the 
opportunity to get good, well-prepared programs for their meetings. 

Therefore, I have set up 12 major committees which will hav erepresentation at 
the local level through a committee chairman who will be a member of the overall 
NAHB committee and through a regional chairman, appointed by me upon the 
recommendation of the regionahvice president and the concurrence of the general 
committee chairman of that particular activity. 

Following is the list of these 12 major committees with their chairmen and 
their objectives: 

Legislative, Nathan Manilow, chairman 
Mortgage finance, V. O. “Bud” Strlngfellow, chairman 
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Housing rehabilitation, Alan Brockbank, chairman 

Public relations, Paul Burkhard, chairman 

Sales and merchandising, W. Hamilton Crawford, chairman 

Housing for minorities, Wallace Johnson, chairman 

Labor, August Rahlves, chairman 

Membership, Mark Thoreson and John Goodwin, cochairmen 
Business management, Frank Collins, chairman 
Construction techniques, Martin L. Bartling, chairman 
FHA-VA construction requirements, George Goodyear, chairman 
Educational (including the subject of community facilities), Leonard Frank, 
chairman 

LegMative committee objectives . — (1) To obtain the most favorable consid- 
eration of legislative proposals in Congress benefiting home buyers, tenants, and 
home builders. (2) To provide a broad understanding on the part of Members 
of Congress of the problems and the achievements of the home-building industry. 
(3) To aid local associations and communities with housing problems which 
may be solved by congressional action. (4) To inform fully, accurately, and 
promptly all members and affiliated local associations on national legislation 
and its effect upon the home-building industry, (o) To maintain continual 
liaison with the various housing agencies of the Federal Government to the end 
that effective regulations may be promulgated. 

Mortgage finance eommittee objectives . — (1) At least one mortgage finance 
clinic to be organized and conducted in each region under the supervision of the 
regional vice president and regional chairman. (2) Regional chairman to pre- 
pare a program on mortgage finance from material to be supplied by national 
and present at least one program at a meeting of each of the local associations 
in bis region. (3) Assist FHA in the conduct of industry meetings throughout 
the Nation shortly after the enactment of the 1954 housing bill. (4) Explore 
ways and means of improving the secondary mortgage market. (5) Seek out 
and study all possible sources of mortgage credit in an effort to develop outlets 
for expanded volume. 

Housing rehabilitation committee objectives . — To stimulate citizens* interest 
across the country in slum rehabilitation. This will be done through the pattern 
of slum-rehabilitation schools developed in New Orleans and recently applied in 
Trenton, N. J., where 163 citizens and city officials from 18 States, 73 cities 
attended such a course. NAHB’s department of housing rehabilitation is now 
developing “how to do it” materials with visual aids and program guides that 
will be distributed on a regional basis for use in home-builders’ meetings held 
this year throughout the country. The application of home builder know-how 
and how the home builder fits into the rehabilitation program will be emphasized. 

Public relations committee objectives . — An aggressive program, at local and 
national levels, helps sell homes, puts across ideas, helps create a legislative and 
economic climate conducive to expanded home production. Public Relations 
Committee Chairman Paul L. Burkhard feels there is more need this year than 
ever before for strong national home week and parade of homes programs, to 
pot the home back into local home shows, promote use of the code of ethics, 
service policy, speakers’ bureaus, best citizen awards. 

Educational committee objectives . — (1) To carry on a long-range school edu- 
cational program designed to encourage future homeownership and to implant 
the private enterprise system of home building firmly in the minds of children 
and teachers. (2) To encourage homeownership and better community living. 
(3) To establish a climate favorable to private enterprise housing in the minds 
of the public and Government officials. 

Sales and merchandising committee objectives . — Creation of a new sales and 
merchandising committee spotlights the increased importance of this subject. 
W. Hamilton Crawford, chairman, and his committee will endeavor to place full 
Information on basic selling techniques before local associations and individual 
builders through the medium of sales clinics, films, brochures, convention panels, 
and demonstrations, merchandising stories in Correlator, etc. 

Housing for minorities committee objectives. — (1) Study ways and means of 
encouraging the production of minority housing. (2) Consult with racial rela- 
tions officials of HHFA and FHA in connection with the financing of housing for 
minorities. (3) Hold conferences with representatives of insurance companies, 
savings banks, and other investors in an effort to improve the flow of mortgage 
money into the secondary market for minorities. (4) Suggest activities of local 
committees relative to the promotion and development of the minority housing 
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program. (5) Check with FHA relative to 1954 goals which have been estab. 
lished for each insuring office for the production of minority housing and advlge 
local associations accordingly. (6) Make a special effort to interest Negro We- 
insurance companies, banks, and savings and loan associations in the flnancinir 
of Negro housing. 

Labor committee objectives. — (1) Advise with the legislative committee^ on 
labor legislation. (2) When requested by local associations, assist in settlement 
of jurisdictional labor disputes. (3) Advise local associations on labor problems 
in open-shop areas on request, (4) Accumulate complete data on labor agree* 
ments and related labor information. (6) Provide small associations with 
standard forms of union contracts upon request. (6) Exchange information 
witli other employer groups. (7) Advise with local associations on apprentice* 
ship programs. 

Membership committee objectives. — The regional vice presidents council has 
established a double-barreled goal for the national membership committee. 
Each regional vice president has pledged his region to a 50-percent cut in the 
dropouts registered in 1953 plus a 15-percent minimum increase over the January 
1, 1054, regional membership figures. If the 15-percent increase is reached, this 
alone would bring the total NAHB membership to 33,172 or a net gain of 4,314, 
The membership and field service department is now in the process of developing 
additional membership aids which are being distributed to all local associations. 
Sustained emphasis will be placed on both the decrease in cancellations and 
in the 15-percent increase throughout the year. 

Business management committee objectives. — (1) To study the business man* 
agement problems of the home-building industry. (2) To develop an analysis of 
uniform business problems to serve as a checklist for individual builders in 
assessing their own management efficiency. (3) To present in some detail how 
these problems might be solved, based on successful experience in the trade 
and generally accepted principles of business management. (4) To lend the 
committee’s aid to specified problems that might be referred to the committee for 
its consideration and recommendation. 

Construction techniques cQmmittec objectives. — (1) To analyze and review 
new and advanced construction techniques, methods, and materials. (2) To 
make these techniques available to all builders in practical form through all 
possible media. (3) To carry forward the existing programs in the field of 
house design, land planning, building codes, interior electric wiring and air* 
conditioning. (4) To provide industry review on proposed revisions to the FHA 
and VA technical requirement. (5) To provide a working pool of technically 
minded home builders available to carry out the research projects of the NAHB 
Research Institute. (6) To lend the committee’s knowledge and assistance to 
specific construction problems referred to it for review and recommendation. 

FHA-VA construction requirements committee objectives. — (1) To analyze the 
problems of the home builder with FHA, VA, and other regulatory agencies. 
(2) To arrive at equitable solutions to these problems in cooperation with such 
agencies, (3) To eliminate duplicative and confiicting requirements and prac- 
tices to the end of improved industry efficiency and cost saving. 

COMMITTEE ORGANIZATION COMPETED 

Our plan of organization divides the committee functions Into three parts, 
the local, the regional, and the national. The national chairman has under his 
supervision and direction 20 regional chairmen who serve as a steering com* 
mittee. The chairman of the local committee is automatically a member of 
the national committee. The duty of the national chairman is to provide the 
regional chairmen with materials, data, and information which they can put into 
program form to be used at the request of any local association. It is the duty 
of regional chairmen to present good, well-prepared programs to locals in their 
regions upon request. Thus, such a plan should create a very close and direct 
liaison between the local and the national through the regional chairmen. 

The May meeting of the board of directors will be the real organizational 
meeting of our committee setup. Therefore, I sincerely hope that each one of 
you who has been named by your local as.sociation president or by your regional 
vice president as a member of one of NAHB’s 12 major committees will find it 
possible to be-in attendance at our meeting of .standing committees at the Ma.v- 
flower Hotel, Washington, D. O., on May 15. (All committee members will con- 
vene for a briefing ses.sion at 9 : 30 a. m. in the Williamsburg room. ) 
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IQ addition to the 12 committees listed above — and of- course, the executive 
committee — there are some 13 special committees established to care for NAHB’s 
Internal affairs and for specialized purposes. Some idea of the scope and diver- 
sity of the association’s activities may be gathered from reading the list below. 
Bach of these committees and their capable chairmen are working diligently in 
your interest. Those of you who attend our board meetings and the ClUcago 
coQvention each January have an opportunity to observe many of the results 
accomplished by these hardworking committees. 

Past presidents council, E. M. Spiegel, chairman 
Budget committee, V. O. “Bud” Stringfellow, chairman 

NAHB Housing Center, Inc. (building committee), Nathan Manilow, chairman 
Convention committee, Henry Fett, chairman. 

Tax committee, Franklin Burns, Joseph Meyerhoff, cochairmen 
Regional vice presidents council, Franklin Burns, chairman 
Young builders committee, Bruce Blietz, chairman 
Correlator committee, H. Leslie H.ll, chairman 
Rental housing committee, M. M. Robinson, chairman 
Veterans’ housing committee. Dale B?llamah, chairman 
Research institute board of trustees, Earl Smith, chairman 
Joint NAHB-Producers Council committee, Joseph Merrion, chairman 
Housing for aging and for paraplegics, Frank Robertson, chairman 

While I may seem to have dwelt at length on our committee functioning, I 
deemed it important that our 20,000 members ku(»w of the vast and varied activi- 
ties of this organization which exists for the sole purpose of serving you and the 
home buying public, I hope that each of you will find in these activities assist- 
ance in your practical, everyday problems of building better homes for our Ameri- 
can citizens. 

Sincerely yours, 

R. G. “Dick” Hughes, President. 

Ifee ChairmxVN. Also, I would like to make a part of the record an 
editorial occurring in this morning's edition of the Washington Post, 
Web of Scandal. 

I will ask counsel to read it. I think it sums up the situation pretty 
well. t' j 

Mr. Simon. This is in this morning’s Washington Post and Times 
Herald : 

The ugly picture of scandal in the FHA has been worsened with the testimony 
of this week. At last the Capehart committee has spread on the record direct 
testimony in which Clyde L. Powell, former Assistant Commissioner of the FHA 
18 accused of demanding and receiving $10,000 for his “services” in getting an 
mortgage increased, and that testimony is associated with numerous other 
tales of payments for political influence. 

The hearings appear to be winding Mr. Powell ever tighter into a tangle of 
enahty, gambling, and financial troubles. Among the mysteries that remain 
to ue cleared up is an excess of some $143,000 deposited in his bank account over 
anu above the total salary paid to him between 194.5 and last April. Yet Mr 
roweii prefers to keep silent about these matters and their implications claim- 

^ Sive testimony that might tend to incidminate him. 
PmLrn session was the frequent demands of Mr. 

*ittoruey, Daniel B. Maher, that he be permitted to cross-examine the 
witnesses who were making charges against Mr. Powell, while Mr. Powell himself 
continued to hide behind the fifth amendment. mmseif 

Do you think, Mr. Hughes, in the additional copies of those four 
Post ai^icles you sent out that you might add this fifth Post article? 

‘ ^ certainly wouldn’t object. We have never argued 
against cleaning up abuses. ^ 

Mr. Simon. Thanlt you, sir. 

the fou^arSs^’ objection, let’s make a part of the record 
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(The articles referred to follow:) 

[Reprinted from the Washington Post and Times Herald, August 16-20, 1954] 
WERE THE WINDFALLS WICKED? 

(A series of five articles by staff reporter Warren XJnna) 

You will be interested to know that the National Association of 
Home Builders sent reprints of this Washington Post and Times 
Herald series to building trade associations and real estate editors 
and writers throughout the country. Additional copies are avail- 
able by writing the promotion department of the Washington Post 
and Times Herald. 

FHA Loopholes Sown Knowingly on Hill 
(First of a series) 

(By Warren Unna, staff reporter) 

The lush tales of financial windfalls in postwar rental housing which the 
Senate Banking and Currency Committee has been enumerating since April 
should come as no surprise to the Congress. 

Both sides of the political aisle deliberately voted for the provisions which 
made these windfalls possible. They realized there was a critical housing 
shortage. They also had plenty of advance warning that their hilKwas too 
loosely worded. 

But Confess, as one former housing oflicial put it, “went ahead anyway and 
sewed the loopholes into tiie law.” And, as reprehensible as the windfalls are, 
there are many housing authorities today who think Congress could not have 
done otherwise. 

Senator J ohn J . Sparkman ( Democrat of Alabama ) , a member of the Banking 
and Currency Committee and one of Congress’ most knowledgeable housing men, 
declared on the Senate floor July 28, “It is easy for us to stand here and 
condemn * * * 

“[But it was] a program designied to aid the veteran to get rental housing, 
which did that very thing more successfully than we had ever hoped, which broke 
the back of the most severe housing shortage in our history, which provided 
adequate housing at reasonable rates * * 

The committee’s chairman, Senator Homer E. Capehart (Republican of Indi- 
ana), has charged some 219 corporations throughout the Nation with raking in 
half a billion dollars or more in windfalls from tlie construction of 0O8’s— multi- 
family apartments built to rent. 

Yet the committee on April 22 and 23, 1942, heard Harry C. Bates, chairman 
of the AFL housing committee, testify: “The procedure outlined in this new 
(608) section will enable a speculator to undertake a large-scale project without 
Investing any capital of his own, borrow out some profit in advance, milk out 
further profit by collecting rents for the initial period when no repairs are 
necessary and the upkeep is low ♦ ♦ 

The committee heard Richard Deverall, CIO housing subcommittee chairman, 
declare the proposed legislation “♦ * * abandons the restrictions previously 
enacted by Congress to prevent overvaluation and default on the projects ♦ * 

But the committee also heard Rufus S, Lusk, representing the National Home 
Builders’ Association, and J. M. Mowbray, of the National Association of Beal 
Estate Boards and its affiliated Home Builders’ Institute of America. 

Lusk said the G08 program might not be economically sound, but neither were 
loans to tank factories when you had an emergency to meet. Mowbray warned 
if the proper incentives were not made, private building would “largely dis- 
appear,” leaving the job of construction to Government appropriations. 

The bill was not only passed, Congress twice extended it. The 608 section sur- 
vived several amendments to the National Housing Act and was prolonged until 
March 1, 1950, 6 months after Housing and Home Finance Agency Administrator 
Raymond M. Foley had sought its end. Among the leading sponsors in 1946 and 
1948 was the late Senator Robert A. Taft, Republican, of Ohio. Taft said he 
didn’t particularly like the law but rental housing was still needed, the measure 
was getting results, and so he was for It 
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Section 608’s main loophole was In allowing a Federal Housing Administra- 
tion-guaranteed loan on 90 percent of estimated “necessary current cost” instead 
of the traditional, and more realistic, 80 percent of “estimated value.” 

^liy (lid Congress, never known for being overlavish, bull ahead with this 
rental-housing program despite warnings for caution? 

Senator Capehart last month accused the building Industry of having the “wool 
pulled over our eyes.” But there were some real reasons for the loophole legis- 
lation. . « .ij 

Congi’ess had to consider the peculiarities of the housing industry. Builders 

traditionally work on a shoestring, building on borrowed capital. They habitual- 
ly shied away from rental housing and preferred the more profitable “sale” 
houses. They didn’t like the idea of FHA-fixed rents. They foresaw operational 
headaches if the units didn’t fill up. Since its origins in 1935 as a New Deal 
pump-priming scheme, FHA had attained respectability in encouraging mortgage 
capital for sale houses. But rental units had always been regarded as step- 
children. 

Census Bureau figures show that 2.2 million of the veterans discharged in early 
1946 wanted to change their prewar mode of housing immediately and another 
4 million intended to do so within a year. Half of this combined group wanted to 
rent rather Uian buy. 

Yet the rental housing just wasn’t available. As late as April 1947 there were 
only 166,000 rental units to be had throughout the country. In even shorter sup- 
ply were houses for sale, a mere 94,000. 

Not only was housing short, building material firms were far behind in meeting 
orders. These firms w’ere peacetime luxuries, wartime casualties ; they had to 
reassemble manpower and supplies and gear up all over again. 

The housing need was critical, building supplies were short, and rental units, 
particularly, were way below the demand. That is why Congress sewed the 
loopholes into the law. 

But because of these loopholes in the forties. Congress inevitably had to hold 
windfall hearings in the fifties. It was also inevitable that these hearings would 
be stormy. 

(Tuesday : Living with mother-in-law.) 


FHA Reforms Seen Killing Rental Units 

(Second of a series) 

(By Warren Unna, staff reporter) 

The Senate Banking and Currency Committee has been talking of wicked 
windfalls in postwar rental housing and leaving the impression the whole pro- 
{jram was pretty well tainted. 

But Miles L. Colean, leading Washington private consultant to the housing 
industry, declares : “They got the job done and most of it was pretty good and 
at market rents.” 

The Nation’s gigantic postwar housing activity wasn’t just the result of a 
smooth-talking real-estate salesman. The country was bursting out through 
the walls and something had to be done — fast. 

Something was done fast : A law with enough loopholes to make the windfalls 
possible. But the law also provided the necessary incentive to private industry 
to get housing built, particularly in the badly needed rental field. 

The last United States housing boom saw its peak in 1925 when 937,000 units 
went up under private financing. Came 1933, and the depression, with its lack 
of money for downpayments and interest, and only 93,000 housing starts were 
made. 

The housing industry started recovering in the late thirties but jammed fast 
with the war when manpower, materials, money, and energy all went into defense 
industry. 

The 4 years of war may have produced little new housing but they did bring 
nbout a sociological phenomenon. Instead of so many couples getting married 
and settling down, they either hastily married and were quickly separated because 
Of military duty, or simply became engaged — until Demobilization Day plus one. 

In the meantime, the bride or fiance often moved it with her new folks. When 
me war ended, the GI joined her. 
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The doubllns-up-wlth-mother-in-law situation affected 1.2 million families by 
V-J Day, according to the Bureau of the Census. By April 1947, the families 
involved had grown to 3,056,000— -almost 7 percent of all households. 

Another 500,000 families were living in trailers, rooming houses, and other 
makeshift quarters. 

But the postwar calendar flicked over, the housing did go up, and individual 
American families were able to breathe easy in their own living rooms. 

Not all of the accommodations were in single-family house sales, however. 
Half of the GI’s discharged wanted homes to rent rather than buy so that 
they and their wives could be sure of their needs before taking advantage of 
the GI home loans. 

The housing scandal hearings on Capitol Hill have so far had two phases: 
Accusations of mass bilking of homeowners through improperly super\’1sed FHA- 
backed home-improvement loans; and, more recently, the charges of windfalls 
in multidwelling rental apartments put up under section 60S, title VI of the 
National Housing Act. 

The FHA approved some 7,069 “608” projects, encompassing 469,000 dwelling 
units, before the program expired in 1950. Internal Revenue Commissioner 
T. Coleman Andrews estimates builders raked in an extra $65 million in “illegiti- 
mate” windfall profits on some 1,149 of these “608’s.” Andrews says 500 of the 
1,149 have already distributed the money. He bases his accusations on sub- 
mitted tax returns. 

Senator Homer E. Capehart, Republican, Indiana, chairman of the Banking 
and Currency Committee, thinks his investigation will uncover a much larger 
windfall figure, more like $500 million. 

There have been further charges that tenants of these completed apartments 
are paying more rent than they should. The reasoning is that the 608’s were 
financed at a larger sum than was needed to build them, the owners pocketed 
the difference, and the tenants were left to pay the interest on the unused money. 

Rents for 608’s around the Nation last year averaged $87.95 monthly for a 
4^-room apartment which included 2 bedrooms. 

From 1945 through July 31 of this year, some 53,022 apartment units have been 
built in the metropolitan Washington area under FHA section 608 guaranteed 
loans. 

One former HHFA official says local rents would be much higher than they 
now are had 50,000 or so families been left to bid against each other for space in 
a housing market devoid of these new apartments. Another said that was only 
part of the story : Tighter FHA control would have brought lower rent on the 
apartments that went up. 

Now some housing experts have reservations on the future of rental housing 
construction because of what they consider an “unhappy coincidence” in timing: 
The recent windfall hearings were held on Capitol Hill just as the Housing Act 
of 1954 was making its way through Congress. 

Senator Capehart predicts the new Housing Act will boost sales homebuilding 
10 to 20 percent because of liberalized downpayments and a bigger leeway on 
the amount for which the Government will now guarantee a mortgage. 

The new law, however, scales down the FHA guaranty of multirental mort- 
gages from 90 to 80 percent. It stipulates that the project must be reappraised 
when completed and the allowable mortgage brought back into line should costs 
prove lower than anticipated. 

Rental housing is still needed, particularly in skyward neighborhoods like 
those in New York where anything else than an apartment to rent becomes pro- 
hibitively expensive. 

Prior to the 90 percent mortgage incentives, private builders were exceedingly 
skittish about rental housing. Now authorities see a danger of overrestricting 
the Government’s loan program and scaring potential rental apartment builders 
back into building sales houses exclusively. 

There is the pending irony of a Republican administration, out to encourage 
private enterprise, discouraging it through legislation. 

Said one local housing economist : “The current law kills rental housing Just 
as dead as a doorknob. You can just write it off.’’ 

(Wednesday ; 4 million roofs aren’t picayune) 
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Many of the Merits of FHA Program Almost Obscured by Investigation 

(Third of a series) 


(By WaiT’en Unna, staff reporter) 


Almost obscured by the recent Senate Banking and Currency Committee 
hearings on wicked financial windfalls in rental housing is the fact that Federal 
assistance has had some definitely positive effects on America’s postwar housing 
Indostry. 

To be precise, 3,968,351 starts on dwelling units were made with Government 
aid between 1945 and last June 30. This represents 44 percent of the almost 
9 million new housing accommodations started since the war. 

Since America had only 37.0 million occupied units in 1945, much of the country 
today dwells in buildings less than 10 years old. 

Housing and Home Finance Agency Administrator Albert M. Cole, the Nation’s 
top housing oflScial, recently labeled the windfalls from multirental housing con- 
struction “shocking.” 

But he added : “There is no basis whatever for suspecting that these sore spots, 
which we are cutting out, imperil the basic soundness and health of the whole 
(Federal housing) program. We are not going to tear up the machinery because 
some of the parts need replacing * ♦ 

What Cole had in mind was that since the war ; 

Some 2,394,109 starts have lieen made in Federal Housing Administration- 
sponsored units for which the FHA gave its guaranty on 80 to 95 percent of the 
mortgage, charged the builder one-half percent for services and saw to it that 
he paid only 4 percent interest on the money he had to borrow. 

Some 1,267,903 starts have been made on Veterans’ Administration-sponsored 
houses for which the former GI usually had to make no downpayment at all 
and, until a recent one-half percent boost, paid off his loan at 4 percent interest. 

Some 286,700 starts have been made on Public Housing Administration-spon- 
sored units which have been rented back through State and community agencies 
to families in the lower income brackets. 


Some 19,639 loans have been made for new housing and improvements on old 
housing and other farm buildings by the Department of Agriculture’s Farmers* 
pme Administration. The loans have covered up to 100 percent of cost and have 
been generally granted at 3 percent interest. 

In addition, the Government has backed up billions of dollars in loans for 
home repairs, assisted in slum redevelopment and land planning. 

The Capitol Hill hearings have had the advantage of hindsight in pointing 
out loopholes in postwar housing legislation. 

They have shown that a several hundred thousand dollar profit on FHA-guar- 
anteed apartments represents something more than the inducement necessary to 
get these buildings up. 

But local housing experts believe the situation might be better understood 
If the Senate Banking and Currency Committee set the windfall picture in 
perspective with America’s post-V-J Day economy. 

When the Hiroshima and Nagasaki A-bombs brought World War II to a fast 
stop in August 1945, America’s multibillion dollar defense program in good part 
stopped with it. Civilian production had been cobwebbed for 4 years and na- 
tional economic planners began talking about another post-World War I depres- 
siOT. This time they had in mind a whopping unemployment roll of 8 million. 

In the first few postwar months, the War Production Board gave housing the 
light — more to help roof the millions of returning veterans than to solve 
the unemployment threat. 

Commented Senator John J. Sparkman (Democrat, Alabama) : “The stepup in 
nouslng undoubtedly contributed to bolstering the postwar economy. Construc- 
“on is perhaps the best antidepression program you can have because it puts so 
®any types of industry to work.” 

Labor Statistics figures show that housing construction climbed 
million in 1946 to $6,500 million in 1947 to $8,700 million in 1948. 
offo ^ material industries required to produce this housing boosted the 

on the national economy much higher. The construction industry as a 
'me, according to the Bureau of Labor Statistics, now accounts for from 10 
ofo percent of everything produced in America. 
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The National Association of Home Builders, spokesman from private industry 
declares in its book, Housing USA, that Government concern with housing is 
at least as old as King Hammurabi’s construction code for ancient Babylon. 

As for America, the book concludes: “The net effect of total Federal retire- 
ment from the housing picture probably would be detrimental to builder, home- 
owner and country alike.” The NAHB is careful to maintain that a police eye 
should be kept open to be sure Government doesn’t overplay its role. 

Henry Luce’s House and Home magazine editorialized in May : “The Federal 
Housing Administration is the best thing that ever happened to the home-buying 
public * * * it has enabled millions of families to own far better homes than 
they could otherwise afford ♦ * * (it is) the No. 1 example of Government and 
business partnership at no cost to the taxpayer.” 

(Thursday : Throwing everything in the pot. ) 


Fancy Lukes Used in Courting Builders 
(Fourth of a series) 

(By Warren Unna, staff reporter) 

A windfall, according to Webster, is “anything blown down or off by the 
wind * ♦ * an unexpected legacy or other gain.” 

A wicked windfall, according to the Senate Banking and Currency Committee, 
which recently concluded the Washington phase of its housing probe, is what 
showered down on the builders of rental apartments under section 608 of the 
National Housing Act’s title VI. 

Others in the building field contend the windfall is not a result of the National 
Housing Act but of loopholes and evasion in income-tax payments. 

Early this year, Internal Revenue Commissioner T. Coleman Andrews brought 
Congress the news that an analysis of tax returns indicated 219 corporations had 
made a windfall of $65 million in putting up 70 of these “608” apartment build- 
ings. Six structures are in the District, the rest distributed through 18 States. 

Andrevt^s hopes to collect at least 28 of these $65 million for the Federal Tr^s- 
ury and in some cases the Government is considering criminal as well Jis civil 
action. 

Senator Homer E. Capehart (Republican, of Indiana), Banking and Currency 
Committee chairman, has called the windfalls “outrageous.” 

Senator Harry F. Byrd, Democrat, of Virginia, declared such greed by builders 
has hiked the rent of their Government-sponsored apartments some 15 to 25 
percent. 

Senator Burnet R. Maybank, Democrat, of South Carolina, has charged the 
Republicans, through their selection of investigation witnesses, with trying to 
shape the situation into a “Democratic scandal.” 

And Senator John J. Sparkman, Democrat, of Alabama, has warned that a 
“stigma” has been thrown over the whole home-building industry because of the 
sharp practices of a “relatively few” rental building profiteers. 

These statements from both sides of tlie political aisle neither reinforce nor 
cancel themselves out. Rather, they typify a housing situation that is more 
speckled than black and white. 

The 608 situation goes back to 1942 when the same Senate Banking and 
Currency Committee knowingly reported out legislation that was loosely drnwn- 
at both industry and Government’s behest — in order to tempt builders into put- 
ting up rental housing. 

The 608 measure had five main inducements : 

It declared projects would be given a 90-percent Federal Housing Admin- 
istration-guaranteed mortgage instead of the previous 80 percent. 

This meant that, at most, builders would only have to look elsewhere for 10 
percent of their costs — the rest of the money was insured in advance. 

It declared that the FHA appraisal would be estimated on the “necessar.v 
current cost” to a typical builder putting up a typical building, rather than the 
old “long-range value” criteridn. 

This meant that an experienced builder could assure himself of building 
cheaper than the average man. He could also anticipate that, appraising being 
an inexact science at best, the apartment-hungry FHA agent would give hi® 
the benefit of the doubt. 
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It indicated the builder didn’t have to start paying back interest on his 
mortgage until 18 months after the project was underway. 

This meant that many builders, their project completed in 9 to 12 months, 
could be receiving rental income before they had to begin paying bills. 

It allowed a builder to appraise his land value as if the apartment were 
already sitting upon it, instead of its actual cost to him before construction. 

Its 4-percent Government guaranty made financing so attractive to mortgage 
lenders they actually paid builders 2 to 4 percent of the entire mortgage just 
to attract their business. 

In addition to these inducements, FHA agents toured the country selling the 
608 scheme to dubious builders. The recent Senate hearings intimated FHA 
representatives were actually telling builders how they could make a sizable 
profit. 

The Senate Banking and Currency Committee members should be the last to 
register surprise at that. Their committee report of April 5, 1946, declared: 
"It is the specific intent of the Congress that those in charge of the (608) .pro- 
gram should make every reasonable effort to obtain a substantial volume of 
rental housing.” 

On top of all these persuasions, sharp-eyed builders perceived they might 
own the apartment project as well as build it. They did this through a means 
variously known as mortgaging out or “throwing everything in the pot.” 

This meant that a builder-owner would deduct nothing from his project costs 
for contractor’s profit, architect and engineering fees, and rental for the use of 
grading and construction equipment. 

In otlier words, as much capital as could be possibly conserved was “thrown in 
the pot" for future distribution. 

One result of this was to stretch out the FHA-guarauteed 90-percent mortgage 
80 that the builder-owner was able to put up his project on this money alone — 
DO need to shop around for an additional 10 percent. 

Another result was in taxes. Where the builder-owner mortgaged out to pay 
himself for services actually rendered, the operation was i>erfectly legitimate. 
But the windfall people also saw the device as a ta.x dodge. 

On advice of attorneys (in at least one instance the New York firm with which 
Attorney General Herbert Brownell, Jr., was associated), builders decided to 
liquidate their corporation once the project was completed. They then distrib- 
uted whatever was left in the pot as capital gains. In other words, they taxed 
themselves at 25 percent instead of the 52 percent the Internal Revenue Service 
charges against annual corporation income. 

The result of all this has been speckled. 

Everyone but the fly-by-night builders themselves have a feeling the overvalu- 
ated windfall was unethical. 

Tenants have a suspicion that rents might be a good deal lower if the profits 
went to paying off the mortgage, thereby knocking down the building’s interest 
payments. 

And the Internal Revenue Service feels it has a lot more money due — ^the dififer- 

ence between 52 percent corporation income and 25 percent capital-gains taxes 

and is trying to get the legal permission to collect. 

As for mortgaging out, some of it is not only legitimate but the Capehart 
committee specifically allowed for it in this year’s Housing Act. 

The default problem is minor. As of March 31, only 273 of the 7,069 projects 
started between the end of the war and 1950 had been returned to the FHA. Of 
these, the Government has already sold 29 and at a profit of $147,000. 

In another aspect of its investigation, the Senate Banking and Currency Com- 
jnittee has said “racketeers” have taken great advantage of persons who have 
oorrowed up to $2,500 apiece in FHA-guaranteed home repair loans. 

Harry F. Byrd, Democrat, of Virginia, accused the FHA of backing 
Hooi),000,000 worth of home repair loans without ever bothering to see if the 
were being charged a fair price for their repair work, 
ronn ^ ® home-loan law is specifically written so that the loan 

rS made to FHA after the loan is made and actual details never 
eaco its oflice unless there is a default. 

BOTH SIDES OF AISLE VOTED FOB SECTION 608 

political aisle have voted for the National Housing Act’s 
section 608 which made windfalls possible in building postwar 
apartment projects. 
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Voting on April 10, 1946, to substitute “necessary current cost” for “reasonable 
replacement cost” in FBLA. mortgage appraisals were Senator Homer E. Capehart, 
Republican, of Indiana, current chairman of Senate Banking and Currency Com- 
mittee; Senator Burnet R. Maybank, Democratc, of South Carolina, former opm- 
mittee chairman ; and Senator J. W. Fulbright, Democrat, of Arkansas. Others 
on current committee had not yet been elected to Senate. 

Voting on April 21, 1949, to extend section 608 and increase mortgage authoriza- 
tion by $500 million were Capehart ; Maybank ; Fulbright ; and Senators Irving 
M. Ives, Republican, of New York; John J. Sparkman, Democrat, of Alabama; 
J. Allen Frear, Jr., Democrat, of Delaware ; and Paul H. Douglas, Democrat, of 
Illinois. Opposing the bill were Senators John W. Bricker, Republican, of 
Ohio, and A. Willis Robertson, Democrat, of Virginia. 

Voting on March 15, 1950, in an unsuccessful attempt to extend section 608’s 
application cutoff date were Capehart and Bricker. Voting against 608’s exten- 
sion were Maybank, Ives, Fulbright, Robertson, Sparkman, Frear, Douglas, and 
Senator Herbert H. Lehman, Democrat, of New York. 

(Friday: Cafritz thumbs his nose.) 


Feelings op Cafritz Ruffled by Ingrates 
(Last of a series) 

(By Warren Unna, staff reporter) 

When Morris Cafritz a few weeks ago thumbed his nose at the Capehart 
committee’s probe into windfall rental housing projects by calling its investiga- 
tion headline hunting some local builders applauded and thought, “About time.” 

The construction of some 15,000 Washington homes and a string of luxury oflSce 
buildings and apartments has given Cafritz an obviously solid footing in the local 
business world. 

He, therefore, didn’t like it at all when the Senate Banking and Currency i 
Committee shouted forth Cafritz had made a wicked $552,000 windfall on his 
Parklands Manor apartment project and already divided the kitty among his 
three sons. 

“The Government came to me to build that project. They said thev badly 
needed rental housing for minorities. I had only used a Federal Housing 
Administration mortgage once before — a very small $600,000 project in 1947- 
and didn’t like it. I don’t like the idea of government in private industry,” 
Cafritz declared the other day in his 10-foot-square headquarters oflSce at 1^ 
K Street NW. 

“But I went ahead and built the project. Then, instead of calling me up and 
saying, ‘Well done, Mr. Morris Cafritz, you did a great job,* they shout 
‘windfall.’ ” 

Cafritz said he hadn’t much inclination then to utilize Government housing 
aid and now be is sure he never will again. 

Parklands Manor is a 600-unit project at .3325 Stanton Road SE., which was 
completed in 1952. Rents vary from $68 to $69 monthly for 1-bedroom apart- 
ments with utilities, to $81.75 for 2-bedroom units. Cafritz says his rents are 
a good $20 below comparable projects in the neighborhood. 

In 1950 FHA gave Cafritz a $3,563,000 commitment, representing a 90-percent 
mortgage guaranty on what at “necessary current costs” was estimated to be 
a $3.9.59,000 project. 

FHA allowed Cafritz $6,000 per unit for his 600 apartments. He said hereto- 
fore builders had been allowed $8,100, but the need for minority housing was 
so great he agreed to take on the close transaction as a community service. 

Cafritz decided to make Parklands Manor the first entity on a 100-acre tract 
he had purchased for $69,000 (at .$690 an acre) In 1941 and incorporated for 
his three sons. The sons exchanged 22 acres of their Parklands, Inc., for Park- 
lands Manor stock and the FHA appraised these acres in 19.50 at $420,000. 

Cafritz then decided to .4ave the project a $17,800, one-half percent 
construction examination charge and another .$17,800, one-half percent PHA 
loan draw-down fee by not tapping the FHA-gua ran teed mortgage until Park- 
lands Manor was completed and 90 percent occupied. 

He also, decided it was much more economical to borrow at one-half percent 
interest from “the idle money in the 25 or 30 companies I control” than to bblia^ 
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that money conventionally at 4 percent a year. An extra $400,000 in capital 
ffBS thrown in interest free by Cafritz himself because he saw no sense in 
charging his own sons for a loan. 

Because Cafritz already had a permanent architectural and engineering staff, 
jneh services cost Parklands Manor much less than the 10 percent allowed for in 
the FHA appraisal. Building supplies, too, came much less — Cafritz is both a 
large-scale customer and a shrewd purchaser. 

The one item that did cost more was equipment. Cafritz had allowed 
150,000 for that, figuring he could utilize the machinery he had. Actually, he 
found it was inadequate and had to plunk down $11,000 to rent additional 
equipment. 

Once Parklands Manor was completed, Cafritztborrowed the $3,563,000 allowed 
him by the FHA guaranty. He got the money from the Drydock Savings Co. 
oflfew York at only 3% percent interest. Parklands Manor’s bills were then 
and, as Cafritz expresses it, he found “$500,000 or so [actually $552,000] 
left over for a nest egg.” 

Cafritz left the money in the pot. He has already expanded the Parklands 
area to 112 buildings with 1,500 units. Eventually, he will build another 500 
units. 

He is proud of his tenants, selects them on their ability to pay, won’t allow 
them to move in with more children than bedrooms can hold. Cafritz maintains 
a nursery school, playgrounds and laundry facilities and is now thinking of 
endowing Parklands with a large swdmming pool to promote community well- 
being. 

As Cafritz looks at his project, it has filled a critical housing need for mmori- 
ties, put many people to work, provided the District with real-estate taxes and 
both the District and the Federal Government with income taxes. 

The Washington builder concedes there may have been windfalls in FHA’s 
608 program when the Government in its anxiety to get rental apartments built, 
overappraised unit costs and guaranteed more mortgage money than needed. 

To get around that, Cafritz thinks the FHA should insert a clause in its 
contracts requiring money left over in the pot to be applied toward paying off the 
mortgage. 

As for himself and Parklands Manor, Morris (’afritz declares ; “There was no 
windfall. No money was paid cmt. They should be tickled pink. Instead they 
cry ‘Very unfair. Very unfair’.’’ 

And as for Cafritz's wife, Gwen, famed for her Foxhall Road NW. lawn levees, 
the hostess’ recent gala for the daughter and son-in-law of Generalissimo Fran- 
cisco Franco was embellished with a huge vase containing two dozen large yellow 
roses. 

The card was signed by Senator Homer E. Capehart, Republican, IndianUi 
chairman of the Banking and Currency Committee. He and Mrs. Capehart were 
sorry they couldn’t make it. 

The Chairman. We are just trying to keep the record straight in 
this testimony. 

We appreciate your cooperation and we know that you people are 
going to cooperate with us and that you want to help clean this 
matter up. 

We would like to suggest to you if you have any suggestions that 
you think will improve the law and clean up this matter better, that 
you prepare them and let us have them so that we can introduce them 
in the Congress the first day Congress convenes next year. 

We will appreciate it very, very much if you will give us that kind 
of help and I know you will. 

Mr. Hughes. Thank you. 

The Chairman. I want to make this statement: I hold in my hand 
an AP story from the ticker read over the telephone from the Atlanta 
Journal. 

SiATEsnoRo, Ga. ( AP) . — A blast was fired at the Capehart Senate Investigating 
committee yesterday by Representative Preston, Democrat of Georgia, for what 
be termed the committee’s efforts to imply he did something wrong in a housing 
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In a speech to the First District Congressional Convention, accepting his Demo- 
cratic nomination for a fifth term in the House, Preston said he expects the 
Capehart committee to turn its spotlight on Statesboro’s mayor, William A. Bowen. 

Preston and Bowen were associated in a private housing plan in Savannah in 
1949. 

Preston told the convention the Capehart committee is trying to “make political 
capital on the eve of the November election of a legitimate business enterprise" 
in which he and his associates made a profit. 

He said : “I assure you that at no time did I use my office to influence any 
official. There was not one Federal dollar ilnvolved and there was no guaranty 
of any loan by the Government.” 

A motion, expressing full confidence in Preston, was adopted by the convention. 

I also understand that Congressman Preston likewise issued a state- 
ment in which he accused me of being a character assassin. For that 
retison I will be the first witness at 2 o’clock this afternoon, followed 
by Mr. Bowen, the builder in Savannah, Ga. 

The unusual part of this whole matter is that we haven’t said a word 
about Congressman Preston in this committee. There has been no pub- 
lic hearing. Where he secured his information can only be from an 
executive session given to him by his partner, Mr. Bowen, himself, 
because we have not given out any information on the matter to the 
press. We are not calling the Congressman as a witness but it is in 
the newspapers and for that reason I shall take the witness stand at 2 
o’clock followed by Mr. Bowen, who did handle the whole matter. 

We will now recess until 2 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 12 : 45 p. m. the committee recessed to reconvene at 
2 p. m., the same day.) 

AFTERNOON SESSION 

(Whereupon, the committee reconvened, pursuant to recess, at 2 
p. m.) 

The Chairman. The committee will please come to order. 

Before Mr. Bowen, of the Nelson Apartments, of Savannah, Ga., 
testifies, I would like to be a witness and 1 am going to ask my colleague 
and a member of this committee to preside w hile I testify, if you will, 
please. 

Senator Beall. Will you raise your right hand, please? Do you 
solemnly swear that the evidence you are about to give will be the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God! 

TESTIMONY OP HOMER E. CAPEHART, A UNITED STATES SENATOB 

PROM THE STATE OP INDIANA 

Senator Capehart. I do. 

Senator Beall. What is your name? 

Senator Capehart. Senator Homer E. Capehart, and I am chair- 
man of this committee, and Mr, Presiding Chairman, I would like 
to make a statement in behalf of the testimony that is going to b« i 
given in a few minutes, or when I am finished, by Mr. Bowen, William 
A. Bowen, of the Nelsoii^Apartments, Savannah, Ga. 

The reason I am making this statement is the fact that Congres^ i 
man Preston, of Georgia, issued a couple of press releases, today— this 
morning, I believe — in one of which he accuses me of indulging!® 
character assassination. Over the United Press and over the AP 
wires he accuses this committee of dealing in politics on the eve of 
the election. 
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I have the AP press release. I do not have the United but I shall 
readthe APi-elease. It says: 

Statesboro, Ga., Associated Press— A blast was fired at the Ca^hart Senate 

investigating committee yesterday by Representative Preston, Democrat, of 

reorgia for wbat he termed the committee’s effort to imply he did something 
Sriu the housing deal. In a speech in the first district concessional con- 
vpntion accepting his Democrat nomination, for a fifth term in the House, PrestoiB 
sflld he expects the Capehart committee to turn its spotlight on Statesboro & 
Mavor William A. Bowen. Preston and Bowen were associated in a private hous- 
tae Dlan in Savannah in 1949. Preston told the convention the Ca^hart com- 
mittee is trying to make political capital on the eve of the November election, of a 
legitimate business enterprise in which he and his associates made a profit. He 
said “I assure you at no time did I use my office to influence any official, iheie 
was not one Federal dollar involved and there was no guaranty of any loan by 
the Government.” A motion expressing full confidence in Preston was adopted 
by the convention. 

Well, now, here are the facts as far as myself is concerned, and the 
committee. 

On June 4 of this year, the FHA, through Mr. ("ole and Mr. Mason 
and Mr. McKenna, who was the counsel for a special sort of a com- 
mittee they set up within FHA, to investigate the FHA, handed this 
committee, as well as the press, a list of vrliat they called section 608- 
FHA-iiisured mortgage loans in excess of costs on projects reviewed 
as of June 4, 1954. On that list, on page 2, appeared the name— 


Nelson Apartments, Inc., Savannah, Ga. The principals are William A. 
Bowen, Savannah ; James L. Sundy, Savannah ; Sylvan A. Byckwick, and Rives 
Worrell. Paid in capital stock, $7,500. Mortgage loan, $1,402,000, reported cost 
of project, $1,176, .500, windfall $225,500, amount of distribution of windfall, 
$250,000. 

In line with the policy of this committee and its chairman, I handed 
that complete list to our staff, the complete list of the so-called wind- 
fall prmects, and asked them to investigate each and every one of 
them. They proceeded to do so. But, of course, it took a long time. 
On Tuesday of this week for the first time, they were able to get to the 
Nelson Apartments, Inc., of Savannah, Ga., and Mr. William A. 
Bowen appeared in executive session at 9 o’clock on Tuesday morning 
in Capitol Building, in room F-41. He was interviewed by two mem- 
bers of our staff, Mr. Sells, a professional career man who has been 
loaned- by a department of Government to this committee, and Mr. 
Bush, representing the minority. They interviewed Mr. Bowen, under 
oatli. 

Wlien Mr. Bowen was' called, all we knew about the Nelson Apart- 
ments, Inc., was that they were in Savannah, Ga. ; that there were 
four principals, and the amount of the mortgage that I just read to 
you. We had absolutely no idea that Congressman Preston’s name 
Would even be. mentioned. We didn’t know that he was a part and 
parcel of it. We had no idea that his name would be mentioned and 
as far as I am able to ascertain, no member of this committee gave 
out any information concerning that executive session. 

They brought the information to me on Tuesday, Mr. Sells did, 
fold me what Happened, and I said, “Well, get me a copy of the official 
transcript,” and he did. That was yesterday morning, on W ednesday. 
I said I would study it, and I did. I took it home with me last night. 
Istudied it. I told them to have Mr. Bowen present today, and at Slat 
t^e I did not know whether I would call him as a witness, or not, 
because I had not studied the transcript. 
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In the meantime, someone evidently told Mr. Preston— and I don’f 
toow who it was — that Mr. Bowen had testified in executive session 
that he was a partner, at one time, in Nelson Apartment, Inc. Con. 
gressman ^eston has seen fit to blast the committee and blast me opr- 
sonally, when frankly, I was thinking about the matter this morninff 
^ sitting at the table, as to whether we would or would not 
can to. Bowen, because this matter of who you call and who you do 
not, after executive committee hearings, is not easy. 

I ^ure you it isn’t easy because you want to be absolutely fair to 
everybody and at the same time you have a responsibility to the 
p^ple and a responsibility to the committee to let the chips fall 
yrhere they may. You have no right as a chairman of a committee 
to cover up any situation. It was not any member of this committee 
who injected Congi-essman Preston’s name into executive hearings- 
It was his own partner, Mr. William A. Bowen. ’ 

Mr . William A. Bowen, as the record will show in executive hear- 
ings — and I think under the circumstances, now, we will want to 
place them in the record. As the executive hearings will show, at 
the tail end of the hearing—and I hold it in my hand— Mr. Sells 
asked Mr. Bowen if two-thirds of the stock, or 66% percent of the 
stock that he was holding in Nelson Apartments, or at one time did 
hold, because it was brought out in the testimony that they had sold 
it for $150,000— if aiw part of the 66% percent of the stock that he 
held was being held for any other person, or persons. Mr. Bowen’s 
answer was that he was holding half of that stock, or 33% percent of it, 
for Congressman Preston. That they sold the stock for $150,000 and 
that Congressman Preston received $50,000 and he $50,000 and his 
partner, Mr. Sundy, $50,000. That they had paid in cash for the 
stock originally $30,000 for the land, they put $7,000 cash into the 
project, and they estimated that they spent another $5,000, making 
the total amount the stock cost them about $42,000. 

Now, whether there w^ anj^hing wrong with it, or not, I am not 
the judge. I did not inject the name into the hearing, nor did any 
meniber of this committee, 

I am not going to say definitely that Mr. Bowen would not have been 
called this afternoon. I am not going to say that. I was still debat- 
ing as to whether he would or would not. But, under the circum- 
stances, when Congressman Preston attacks me personally and 
attacks this committee, then there is nothing for us to do except to 
call Mr. Bowen. I am sure Mr. Bowen’s testimony will be just as it 
was in executive session, that he and Mr. Sundy and Mr. Preston 
were partners ; they owned one-third each and he held in hand Mr. 
Preston’s interests. That they organized Nelson Apartments, Inc, 
That when the building was about 90 percent completed they sold it 
to the builders for $150,000. 

I am not saying that Con^essman Preston or anybody else did 
anything wrong. I never made a statement on it publicly. I simply 
close my testimony with this statement, that the facts and records 
will have to speak for themselves, because I am not going to accuse 
anybody — I haven’t accused anybody — and that is my full and com- 
plete statement, unless the chairman has some questions. 

Senator Beall. I was just going to ask about that statement of 
Congressman Preston’s. Did you read that into the record? 

Senator Capehart. Which statement? 

Senator Beall. That he made about you. 


J 
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Senator Capehart. I simply read a copy of a teletype from the 
Associated Press. 

• Senator Beall. Is that in the record ? 

Senator Capehart. It is in the record; yes. 

And I was told by the United Press reporter, here, that the United 
Press carried a story in which he attacked me personally as being a 
character assassin. I just want to say to you, (jonOTessman Preston, 
that I did not inject your name into the executive hearings, but that 
vour own partner did it, Mr. Bowen. I knew absolutely nothing 
about it and when we called Mr. Bowen up here as a result of this 
sheet, or list, that the FHA gave us, we had no more idea that Con- 
gressman Preston was connected with it than anything in the world, 
knew absolutely nothing about it. 

We knew absolutely nothing about it. 

Are there any questions ? 

Senator Be/\ll. Mr. Bowen, please. 

Raise your right hand, will you please, sir. 

Do you solemnly swear that the statement you are about to make 
be true to the best of your knowledge and belief, so help you God ? 

TESTIMONY OP WILLIAM A. BOWEN, NELSON APARTMENTS, 

SAVANNAH, GA. 

Mr. Bowen. I do. 

Senator Bealia Give your name and address, please. 

Mr. Bowen. William A. Bowen, Statesboro, Ga. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Bowen, are you from Statesboro, Ga. ? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You are one of the sponsors of the Nelson Apartments 
project? 

Mr. Bowen. YevS, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Where is it located? 

Mr. Bow^n. Savannah, Ga. 

Mr. Simon. Just so the record is clear, were you scheduled to appear 
in executive session of this committee on September 18, 1954? 

Mr. Bowen. September 18? 

Mr. Simon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bowen. Yes; I was. 

The Chairman. That was in executive session. 

Mr. Bowen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And on that day, did you send a telegram to the com- 
mittee, ad\using that your daughter’s illness prevented you from being 
here in Washington and that your attorney, Joseph Oliver, would 
appear in your stead? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And on the same day, you wrote a letter to the com- 
mitee which Mr. Oliver took up here and presented to the committee 

staff, on September 18, giving the details of this transaction ; is that 
rifflit? 

Mr. Bowen. That’s right. 

Mr. Simon. And it says that you and Mr. Sundy were the two spon- 
sors of the project, and it gives the details, and it ends up by saying: 

fli entirely willing to appear before you in person at a later date when 

^“Oiimstances will permit. At such personal interview I shall be glad to 
pent the statements herein made under oath if you wish me to do so. 
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Is that correct? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. And the only reason you didn’t come up here in Septem- 
ber was because your daughter was ill and you wanted to stay with 
her ? 

Mr. Bowen. My daughter was ill, with polio. 

Mr. Simon. Now, the application for mortgage commitment was 
filed January 27, 1950 ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Bowen. '\Vhat was your question, again? 

Mr. Simon. The application for an FHA section 608 commitment 
was filed January 27, 1950 ; is that correct? 

Mr. Bowen. The commitment was issued 

Mr. Simon. No, the application. 

Mr. Bowen. I don’t remember what the date was. 

The Chairman. We hand you a photostatic copy of the original 
application and ask you if that isn’t the date, please. 

Mr. Bowen. It shows January 27, 1950. 

Mr. Simon. And it was filed the same day? You will find a file 
stamp on the top of it, on the front page. 

Mr. Bowen. It shows February 28 in this stamp. 

Mr. Simon. Tlie earliest file stamp, isn’t that January 27 ? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And it shows the sponsors as yourself and Mr. Sundy! 
On the front page the sponsors are listed, there. 

Mr. Bowen, x es, sir ; myself and Mr. Sundy. 

Mr. Simon. On page 3 it lists the land to be covered in the prmect, 
and does it say the value of the land is $67,000 ? Is that right ? Page 
3, the right-hand column near the top of the page. I’m sorry. It is 
the left-hand column. 

Mr. Bowen. It shows here land at $67,000. 

Mr. Simon. Now, when did you buy the land? Was it in the same 
month of J anuary 1950 ? 

Mr. Bowen. I think that’s correct. 

Mr. Simon. And you paid $30,000 for the land ? 

Mr. Bowen. In round figures, yes. 

Mr. Simon. Who put up that $30,000 ? 

Mr. Bowen. As I recall, we optioned that land. I don’t know 
whether we took title to it at the time we optioned it, or not. When I 
say “optioned,” I mean we agreed to buy the land. It was a sale, but 
we did not close the sale. 

Mr. Simon. When did you sign the option agreement? 

Mr. Bowen. That I don’t know^ 

Mr. Simon. Would it be shortly before the January 27 date? 

Mr. Bowen. That’s correct. 

Mr. Simon. And the option price was $30,000. 

Mr. Bowen. Roughly, that’s correct. 

Mr. Simon. And the price you put in the application was $67,000i 

Mr. Bowen. We paid $30,000 for the bare land. 

Ml*. Simon. And you put $07,000 in the application for the bare 


Mr. Bowen. Did I put that in there or did FHA put it in there? 
The Chairman. Well, it is in there. 

Mr. Simon. Let me ask you : Who did put it in ? 

Mr. Bowen. That 1 don’t know. 
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Mr. Simon. Did you sipi that application? 

, Hr. Bowen. Yes. 

Ml*. Simon. Is it in the same condition now as when you signed it, 
or has somebody made some changes? 

Ml*. Bowen. I would tliiidc it was in the same condition. I don’t 
know. 

Mr. Simon. Is that $(17,000 your figure, or that of FHA? I might 
say that the project analysis that I have, of FHA, knocked it down 
M,000 and valued it at $(56,000. 

Is that $(57,000 your figure, Mr. Bowen ? 

Mr. Bowen. Mr. (\)unsel, I don't know. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know? 

Mr. Bowen. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know who could have put it in there, if you 
didn’t ? 

Mr. Bowen. Well, whoever helped me to make up the application. 
Mr. Simon. iViid who was that ? 

Mr. Bowen. A Mr. Gurley. 

Mr. Simon. When did you pay for the land? 

Mr. Bowen. I think we made a partial payment on the land in 
January. 

Mr. SiiMON. How much did you pay in January? 

Mr. B( nvEN. I really don’t reinemli)er. 

Mr. Simon. A mattiw of $1,000, or $10,000, or $15,000? 

Mr. Bowen. I think it was from $1,500 to $3,000. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. And when did you pay the balance? 

^h. Bowen. J ust prior to closing, or at the time of closing. 

The ( iiATRMAN. Do you mean at the time of closing on the mort- 
gage commitment ? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you pay the balance out of the mortgage funds 
or out of your own funds ? «= «= ? 

Mr. Bowen. That I don’t remember. 

Mr. Simon. AYlio put up the $30,000 to buy the land ? 

Mr. Bowen. To the best of my recollection, Mr. Sundy and Mr. 
Treston and I put up the money. 

Mr. Simon. Did you put up $10,000 each ? 

Mr. Bowen. I don’t remember the exact figures, but as best as I 
shared and shared alike in the expenses. 

did you put up, Mr. Bowen, of your own 

Bowen. Mr. Simon, that has been 4 years ago. I don’t recall. 
Mr. kM:^[ON. Don t you have any records? 

Bowen. I think I have the records. 

"P $10,000, Mr. Preston 

Sundy $10,000? 

Mr. Bowen. That I think is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Did you put this money up from your own monev. 

^ from the mortgage proceeds? ^ 

Mr. Bowen. I tliinlc it came from our own 
Simon. Don’t you know, though? 

Mr. Bowen. Not right offhand. 

J3,000 nnHwi. you didn’t pay the balance beyond this $1,500 
until the closing of the mortgage ; is that right ? 


or 


money. 


or 
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Mr. Bowen. I think that’s correct, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Could it then be that you paid tlie balance out of the 
mortgage proceeds? 

Mr. Bowen. It could be. 

Mr. Simon. You just don’t know? 

Mr. Bowen. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. When was the corporation incorporated ? 
i; Mr. Bowen. May 2, 1950. I 

Mr. Simon. That was 4 months after the commitment was issued! 
Or 3 months? Is that right? 

Mr. Bowen. Approximately 3 months, yes. 

Mr. Simon. Was this a partnership up until then ? 

Mr. Bowen. We were operating as Bowen- Sundy Enterprises. 
Mr. Simon. Was that a partnership ? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. 

Mr. Semon. Now, the capital stock was $7,000; is that right? 

Mr. Bowen. Approximately that, yes. 

Mr. Simon. Who paid in the $7,000 ? 

Mr. Bowen. As I reinember, it was the three of us. 

Mr. Simon. Each paid in a third ? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. $2,333 apiece? 

Mr. Bowen. Whatever the third figures to. 

Mr. Simon. Who are the three? 

Mr. Bowen. Mr. Sundy, Mr. Preston, and I. 

Mr. Simon. To whom was the stock issued ? 

Mr. Bowen. The stock was issued to W. A. Bowen and J araes L 
Sundy. 

Mr. Simon. Just the two of you? 

Mr. Bowen. That’s correct. 

Mr. Simon. How much stock was issued to Mr. Sundy? 

Mr. Bowen. Thirty-three and a third percent. 

Mr. Simon. How much stock was issued to you? 

Mr. Bowen. Thirty-three and a third percent to me, and I held 
33% percent as nominee. 

Mr. Simon. Did the certificates show that you held it as nominee! 
Mr. Bowen. I don’t know. I think so. I am reasonably sure. 

Mr. Simon. What did the certificate say ? 

Mr. Bowen. That I don’t remember. ‘‘W. A. Bowen, nominee,”! 
think. 

Mr. Simon. Who were you nominee for? 

Mr. Bowen. T. H. Preston. 

Mr. Simon. Why wasn’t the stock issued to Mr. Preston if he put 
up a third of the money ? 

' Mr. Bowen. That is a question I couldn’t answer for Mr. Preston. 
Probably for business reasons. 

Mr. Simon. Did he tell you that he didn’t want the certificate of 
stock issued to him ? 

Mr. Bowen. He asked, me would I handle the transaction for him. 
Mr. Simon. And have the certificate issued in your name? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Now, when you wrote this committee on September I8i 
you said that you and Sundy were the only stockholders; is that 
right ? ■ 
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You didn’t use the word “only,” but you said the stockholders were 
you and Sundy. 

Mr. Bowen. That’s correct. 

Mr. Simon. Why didn’t you say there was a third stockholder ? 

Mr. Bowen. Well, I held the stock as nominee. 

Mr. Simon. Now, the commitment of FHA was issued on what 
d&t6 ? 

Mr. Bowen. February 28, 1950. 

Mr. Simon. February 18, 1950. And it wasn’t until May that you 
incorporated the company ; is that right ? 

Mr. Bowen. That’s correct. 

Mr. Simon. Now, was Mr. Preston a partner in this Bowen & 
Sundy partnership? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. He was? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Then you entered into a contract with the Bick- 
Worrell Co. to build the project; is that right? 

Mr. Bowen. That’s right. 

Mr. Simon. Did that contract provide that the building was to be 
built on a basis of cost, plus 5 percent, but in no event to exceed 
$1,202,701 ? 

Mr. Bowen. That’s right. 

Mr. Simon. And during the course of construction, you sold your 
stock to these builders for $150,000; is that right? 

Mr. Bowen. That’s right. 

Mr. Simon. Now, when you turned the land over to the company, 
the company issued its note for $30,000; is that right? 

Mr. Bowen. I think that’s correct. 

Mr. Simon. Was that note still an obligation of the corporation 
after you sold your stock ? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. So that you got $150,000 for your stock and also got 
reimbursed for the cost of the land ? 

Mr. Bowen. I think so ; that’s correct. 

Mr. Simon. Your total investment, then, was $7,000, for which you 
got $150,000 or a profit of $143,000 ? 

Mr. Bowen. That is roughly what it was. 

Mr. Simon. Now, for that $143,000, did the buyer get anything other 
than a commitment from FHA? 

Mr. Bowen. '\^^Iat was that question again, please ? 

Mr. Simon. Did the buyer receive an^hing other than the FHA 
commitment, for the $143,000 that you had received? 

Mr. Bowen. They got the corporation, lock, stock, and barrel. 

Mr. Simon. But the corporation as I gather it, had three assets. 
Une was the land — and even after you sold out, they still had to pay 
you for the land ; is that right ? 

Mr. Bowen. I am not sure on that. 

Mr. Simon. That is what you just testified to. 

M ^ think that's correct. 

Mr. Simon. Secondly the corporation had a contract with this com- 
pany to build the building for an amount not to exceed $1,302,000* 
IS that right? 
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Mr. Bowen. That’s correct, approximately. 

Mr. Simon. And you sold the stock to the construction company 
that had the contract. 

Mr. Bowen. That’s right. 

Mr. Simon. So the only thing left in the corporation was the FHA 
commitment, wasn’t it? 

Mr. Bowen. We sold the corporation lock, stock, and barrel. 

Mr. Simon. But the only thing in the corporation was the contract 
with the construction company, the land, and the FHA commitment* 
isn’t that true? 

Mr. Bowen. That is true. 

Mr. Simon. And the land 

Mr. Bowen. I could elaborate on that a little, if I may. 

Mr. Simon. Be glad to have you. 

Mr. Bowen. There was a lot of work that went into it. 

Mr. Simon. Wlio did that work ? 

Mr. Bowen. I did most of it. 

Mr. Simon. What did Mr. Sundy do ? 

Mr. Bowen. He assisted. 

Mr. Simon. What did Mr. Preston do ? 

Mr. Bowen. I did the work, Mr. Sundy and I. Mr. Preston didn’t 
do anything. 

Mr. Simon. He didn’t do any of the work ? 

Mr. Bowen. No. 

Mr. Simon. Now, between Tuesday morning and now, have you 
talked to Mr. Preston? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. And did you tell him that at the executive session on 
Tuesday morning, you were asked the questions which required you 
to give the answer that he was a third owner of this company ? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. You told him that? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. So as far as you know, did he know that before you 
told him that? 

Mr. Bowen. What’s that question again? 

Mr. Simon. So far as you Know 

Mr. Bowen. So far as I know. 

Mr. Simon. Did he know that this committee was aware of that fact 
prior to the time you told it to him ? 

Mr. Bowen. So far as I know, no. 

Mr. Simon. Is there any doubt in your mind as you sit there now, 
that the only person who had communicated publicly what went on 
at that executive session was yourself ? 

Mr. Bowen. So far as I know. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you, sir. 

The (’hairman. Any further questions? 

Thank you very much, Mr. Bowen. I appreciate your testimony. 

We will place in the record the letter that Mr. Bowen wrote this 
committee under date of September 18, 1954, in which he failed to tell 
us in that letter that Mr. Preston owned any stock ; also the executive 
hearing held with Mr. Bowen on October 5, 1954. 
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Dear Mb. WALiiiai: Confirmation copy of my telegram to you of today is 
enclosed. 

Since my young daughter’s illness will not permit me to be in Washington 
on next Monday, as requested by you, I have asked my attorney, Mr. Joseph M. 
Oliver, to present this letter which will, I hope, give you all the pertinent in- 
formation you need. 

During 1950, and for some time prior thereto, there was a severe housing 
shortage in Savannah. Hunter Air Force Base was in jjrocess of reactivation 
and expansion and this gave added pressure to the then existing need for 
housing. My associate, Mr. James L. Sundy, and I, conceived the idea of 
sponsoring a low-rent housing project under the FHA mortgage insurance 
program. Originally, we operated as Bowen-Simdy enterprises. Partly be- 
cause it was near Hunter Air Force Base, we selected a site of 30.36 acres of 
unimproved land in the southern part of the city and purchased it on January 
30, 1950, at a price of approximately $1,000 per acre. That we were fortunate 
la the choice of this site and the type of structure selected is borne out by the 
fact that the project has consistently remained almost 100 percent occupied 
and the tenants have been pleased, both with the accommodations furnished 
and the rental charged. Mr. Sundy and I both continued hard at work on the 
project until the commitment was issued and the prelimiiiarv closing was had, 
on or about May 5 of that year. Our project consisted 220 dwelling units. In 
the meantime, another group of sponsors acquired the land immediately to the 
west of that purchased by us and secured a commitment for a similar and 
comparable rental-housing project, now known as Lamara Apartments, and 
awarded the construction contract to Byck-Worrell Construction Co., Inc., of 
Savannah. 

When the Nelson Apartments commitment was finally issued, the PHA esti- 
mated the cost of construction at slightly in excess of the sum of $1,302,000. 
Neither Mr. Sundy nor I had ever built a project that would cost anything like 
that amount and, frankly, we were hesitant about undertaking the construction 
ourselves. We had bids from three reputable contractors, Close Construction 
Co., Jerome Construction Co. and Byck-Worrell Construction Co., Inc. Byck- 
Worrell was the low bidder and, on May 5, 1950, the contract was awarded to 
Byck-Worrell Construction Co., Inc., at $1,302,791 but with the understanding 
that, at the conclusion of the job, Byck-Worrell’s actual cost would be ascertained 
and to that, there would be added a reasonable profit of 5 percent and that 
under no circumstances, would Byck-Worrell be paid more than $l,302,79l! 
Ihis arrangement was satisfactory to Byck-Worrell, as the construction indus- 
try and construction operating conditions around Savannah at that time were 
unsettled. 

bought the bare land, without utilities or streets, at approxi- 
mately $1,000 per acre, it was our responsibility to arrange for the installation 
or the utilities, for the cutting of the streets and for the provision of nave- 
ment, curb, gutter, and landscaping. 

You will recall that this construction contract was awarded and the pre- 
ihmnary clo.sing had just prior to the opening of hostilities in Korea. When 
Mr. Srnidy and I were approached by the Byck-Worrell interests at a later date 
with a proposition of selling to them our stock in Nelson Apartments Inc we 

feeling that our lack of experience in this field, plus all the 
^settled conditions, when added to the fact that we had a competing project 

accept the proposition of selling 
we $150,000. Another thing that made us decide to sell was the advicf 

be Straight sale by us of our stock in the corporation would 

income-tax purposes as a capital gain, as opposed to normal 
At nA property and operated it at a profit, 

tion nr nr^ ^ receive any salary, bonus, stock redemp- 

non, or any other sort of profit whatsoever from the corporation. This nrofi^t 

and thpTn ^ shown on our respective income-tax returns 

and the tax due thereon paid on a capital-gains basis. returns 

antirT Byck-Worrell group, neither Mr. Sundy nor I retained 

«^Sstancls ‘wflf niimlf !» Perao". at a later date, when 

rPTiaoi- permit. At such personal interview, I shall be e-lnd tn 
peat the statements hei^in made, under oath, if you wish me to do so^ 
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For the purposes of your record, I would like to state that, during all of the 
time Mr. Sundy and I were working on this project, there was never, at any 
time, any inducement offered or made to any person in FHA and this commitment 
was 'issued without anything of value ever being paid to, or given by, either of 
us, directly or indirectly to any person in FHA. 

Very truly yours, 

William A. Bowen. 

(The telegram referred to in Mr. Bowen’s letter follows:) 

Regret illness of my young daughter prevents my intended appearance at your 
oflQce as requested. My attorney, Joseph M. Oliver, wiil appear in my stead. Mr. 
Oliver will bring information requested by you and I will appear at a later date 
if necessary. 

William A. Bowen. 

(The testimony of the executive session held with Mr. Bowen on 
October 5, 1954, follows:) 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 

The hearing convened, pursuant to notice, at 9 a. m., in room F-41, 
United States Capitol. 

Staff members pr^ent : Messrs. Sells and Bush. 

Also present: W. A. Bowen, Joseph Oliver (attorney for Mr. 
Bowen), and William P. Sullivan (notary public). 

Mr. Sells. Mr. Bowen, for the record, will you state your full name, 
please? 

Mr. Bowen. William A. Bowen. 

Mr. Sells. I will ask the reporter to swear the witness, please. 

Mr. Sullivan. Do you solemnly sw^ear the testimony you are about 
to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, 
so help you God? 

Mr. Bowen. I do. 

Mr. Sells. Mr. Bowen, you are accompanied today by Mr. Oliver; 
is that correct? 

Mr. Bowen. That is correct. 

Mr. Sells. Mr. Joseph Oliver? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. He is your counsel; is that correct? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. My name is Charles Sells, Mr. Bowen, and I am one of 
the assistant counsel for this committee. I am sure that you by now 
know why you were asked to come here. You know probably some- 
thing about what this committee has been doing. We have been 
conducting a rather extensive investigation of the Federal Housing 
Administration and the operation of the National Housing Act. 

Mr. Bowen, do we have your present residence address? 

Mr. Bowen. No, I don’t know whether you have it or not. States- 
boro, Ga. 

Mr. Sells. Do you have a street number? 

Mr. Bowen. That is sufficient. It is a small town. 

Mr. Sells. It is a small town ? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. And they know you; is that right? 

Mr. Bowen. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. Mr. Bowen, you had an interest or some connection with 
a section 608 project, I believe at Savannah, by the name of Nelson 
Apartment; is that correct? 
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Mr. Bowen. That is correct. 

Mr. Sells. And about when was that project built, would you tell 
me^ I will settle for approximate dates. 

Mr. Bowen. It was in 1950, approximately. 

Mr. Sells. What was your connection with it, Mr. Bowen? 

Mr. Bowen. My connection with Nelson Apartments? 

Mr. Sells. Yes, the Nelson Apartments. 

Mr. Bowen. I was 

Mr. Sew.s. Were you one of the sponsors of the development ? 

Mr. Bowen. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. Well what I want to do is get the background of it. 
You say you were one of tlie sponsors. Did you have other associates 
in the venture ? 

Mr. Bowen. Mr. Sundy. 

Mr. Seli.s. What is his first name ? 
iVlr. Bowen. James L. 

■ Mr. Sells. Is that S-u-n-d-a-y? 

Mr. Bowen. S-u-n-d-y. 

Mr. Sells. Were you the only two sponsors ? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Now did you set up a corporation of some sort to handle 
the project, or get the project going ? 

Mr. Oliver. I was going to say I have here the whole photostat of 
the record. Would it be all right if he refreshes his recollection ? 

Mr. Seels. Sure. At any time. Mr. Oliver, these are very informal 
hearings that we hold here. 

Mr. Oliver. It would save a little time. 

Mr. Sicixs. You go ahead and look at the records. What I want is 
the background, how the thing was started, and if you used a corpora- 
tion to get it going. 

Mr. Bowen. Mr. Sells, have you seen this [showing Mr. Sells a doc- 
ument] ? 

Mr. Seli^. Yes, if this is the letter that Mr. Oliver delievered to 
sejei-al weeks ago, I have seen this. In fact, I think I have a copy 

Mr. Bowen. You should have the original. 

Mr. Seli^. Yes, I do. 

Now this letter that you referred to says, I believe, “Ofiginallv we 
opm-at^l as Bowen-Sundy Enterprises.-’ Was that a corporation? 
Mr. Bowen. No, that was not. 

Mr. Sells. Was that a partnership ? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. 

^ venture, or was it a going con- 

u! n things, besides this particular project? 

Ml . Bowen. Building houses and selling them. 

Mr. Sells. This is single-family houses for sale ? 

Mr. Boaven. Yes. 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. 

the ''“*1 did ? Did you acquire 

‘Uid 01 did you take some other steps first? 

kwdVf I am a little bit 
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Mr. Setxs. All right, Mr. Bowen. What I am trying to get is the 
backgi’onnd of how you organized and started this particular develop- 
ment. Now, I would be happy to have you tell me in your own words 
what you and Mr. Sundy did to get this thing stai*ted. 

Mr. Bovjten. Mr. Sells, as I stated in this letter that you have there, 
we felt that there was a need for low rental housing in Savannah 
because they were activating and reactivating the airbase there. 

Mr. Sells. All right. 

Mr. BotvEN. And we, as I stated here in the letter, began to look 
around for some land and did a lot of thinking on the thing. 

Mr. Setxs. You finally did buy some land ; is that right? 

Mr. Bowen. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Sells. Now, you and Mr. Sundy purchased the site, according 
to your letter, for a thousand dollars an acre. 

Mr. Bowen. Approximately. 

Mr. Sells. What was the total price for the site? 

Mr. Oliver. It shows on here as 30 and a fraction acres, the 
cost of which was approximately $30,000. 

Mr. Bowen. That is without the utilties, and so forth. 

Mr. Oliver. That is the bare land. 

Mr. Sells. $30,000. That was unimproved realty; is that right! 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Was all of the 30 acres ultimately used in the Savannah 
project ? 

Mr. Bowen. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. You used up all of the land and there wasn’t any part 
of it left over? 

Mr. Bowen. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. Now, you bought the land before you made application 
for a mortgage commitment ; is that right ? 

Mr. Bowen. Did we buy the land 

Mr. Oliver. They made entire payment on the land in January 1950. 
1 am speaking from the record now. 

Mr. Bowen. I have not refreshed myself on these records. 

Mr. Sells. You may do so as we go along. If Mr. Oliver has your 
records here, please feel free to refresh your recollection as we go 
along. 

I believe in January 1950 you did make application for a 608 mort 
gage commitment, is that right? 

Mr. Bowen. To the best of my recollection, that is correct. 

Mr. Sells. And that was made in the name of the proposed mort 
gagor. Nelson Apartments, Inc., is that correct? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Did you set up such a corporation as Nelson Apart- 
ments, Inc.? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. When was that organized? 

Mr. Bowen. The second day of May 1050. 

Mr. Sells. May 2, 1950. Who were the principal shareholders m 
that corporation? 

Mr. Bowen. Bowen and Sundy. 

Mr. Sells. The two of you ? 

Mr. Bowen- Yes. 
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Mr. Sells. 50 percent to each of you ? 

Mr. Bowen. I had 66% of it. 

Mr. Sells. You had two-thirds interest and Mr. Sundy had the 
other third, is that right? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. This is the second day 

Mr. Oliver. The second day of May 1950 is the date of the charter. 

Mr. Sells. What was the capital stock setup of the 

Mr. Oliver. Shall I give that? 

Mr. Sells. Yes, you may do so, Mr. Oliver. You are free to speak. 

Mr. Oliver. There were 3,100 shares of capital stock, of which 100 
shares were preferred stock, of the value of $1 per share, issued to 
the Federal Housing Administration. 

The remaining 3,000 shares were divided into class A common stock, 
of which there were 500 shares issued, at a par value of $10 per share ; 
2,000 shares of class B common stock, without par value; and 500 
shares of class C common stock, without par value. 

Now my recollection is that the A stock and the B stock were issued, 
but the C stock was never actually issued. 

Mr. Sells. All right. How much capital was actually paid in, Mr. 
Oliver ? 

Mr. Oliver. Let’s see. 500 at 

Mr. Sells. You had 500 shares of class A common, and a par value 
of $10 a share. 

Mr. Oliver. $5,000. 

Mr. Sells. Was that actually paid in, in cash? 

Mr. Oliver. Oh yes, paid in, in cash. 

And there were 2,000 shares of class B common stock, issued at $1 
per share. That was paid in. 

Mr. Sells. So that would be $5,000, plus $2,000, for a total of $7,000 
paid-in capital. 

Mr. Oliver. That is correct. Plus the land, at about $30,000. 

Mr. Sells. Was the land contributed to the corporation ? 

Mr. Oliver. No. I am confused here, because this letter — and I 
want to look at this a minute to see whether that was represented by 
class C stock. 

The land was conveyed, I remember this much — the land was con- 
veyed by the then owners and directors of the corporation. And it 
may be that the corporation gave Mr. Bowen and Mr. Sundy a note. 

Mr. Sells. Well, is that your best recollection as to what happened ? 

Mr. Oliver. It is, yes; but I can get that for you. 

Mr. Sells. Then, as I understand it, and see if this is correct, the 
corporation in a sense then did purchase the land directly ? 

Mr. Oliver. Yes ; it did. 

Mr. Sells. By taking title to the land and giving, you say, Mr. 
Bowen or Mr. Sundy a note for the cost of the land. 

Mr. Oliver. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. Can you tell me what the corporation paid for the land? 

Mr. Oliver. The corporation would have paid for the land exactly 
the price at which it was sold. If you mean did they buy it and re-sell, 
they did not. 

Mr. Sells. That is what I wanted to know. I want to know at what 
price the land went to the corporation. 

Mr. Oliver. At the same price, approximately $1,000 an acre, ap- 
proximately $30,000. 
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Mr. Sells, Are you sure none of the class G common stock was 
issued, Mr. Oliver ? 

Mr. OuvER. No, sir; I am not positive. 

Mr. Seills. The reason I ask that is that information we have 
indicates there was $500 worth of class C no-par common issued. 

Mr. Oliver. Then I certainly can’t be positive. 

Mr. Seixs. But all of the stockj all of the common stock that was 
issued, was issued to the two individuals, Mr. Bowen and Mr. Sundy? 

Mr. Oliver. And paid for, cash paid for ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Sells. You don’t know about that last class of stock? 

Mr. Oliver. I do not ; no, sir. If it was issued, it was paid for. ' ; 

Mr. Sells. And then the corporation did acquire the property at 
the same value or the same price as actually paid for by the sponsors? 

Mr. Oliver. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. And I think you said that was approximately a total oi 
$30,000 ? 

Mr. Oliver. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sells. Now were you able to get a commitment, Mr. Bowen? 
Did you get a commitment for an FHA mortgage on the property? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes, sir. > ; 

Mr. Sells. About when was that issued, do you know ? 

Mr. Bowen. February 28, 1950. 

Mr. Sells. And in what amount ? 

Mr. Bowen, $1,402,000. 

Mr. Sells. $1,402,000 ? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. 

Mr! Sells. Now did you go ahead with the project and build the 
project, then? 

Mr. Bowen. You mean was the project built ? 

Mr. Sells. Yes. 

Mr. Bowen. The project was built; yes. 

Mr. Sells. Did you build it? 

Mr, Bowen. No. 

Mr. Sells. Tell me how it was built. What happened to it at that 
point ? You now had a corporation set up and the corporation had a 
site and you had a mortgage commitment for $1,402,000. What hap* 
pened next? 

Mr. Bowen. Well, we took bids from three people, and in the windup 
the low bidder, who was Byck-Worrell Construction Co. — ^they were 
the low bidder. And my associate and .1 were a little bit threadwom 
with one another. I mean w'e were a little tired of one another, to 
make a long story short. 

So they made us a price for the corporation and our stock, and then 
we sold it to them. 

Mr. Sells. If I understand correctly, you sold ultimately the stock 
to the construction company which had bid on the project; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes ; they had bid on the project. 

Mr. Sells. Now, let me get this straight. You took bids for the 
corporation and there was one company, the Byck-Worrell Construc- 
tion Co., which was the low bidder? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Did you award a contract to them? 
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Hr. Bowen. No. Let me see if I can explain this thing to you. 
They gave us a low bid. 

Hr. Sells. What was that bid, do you recall ? 

Mr. Bowen. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Seij:vS. Maybe this letter will refresh your recollection. This 
letter of September 18, which Mr. Oliver delivered — I am on page 2 — 
*;ays that Byck-Worrell was the low bidder. And on May 5, the con- 
tract was awarded to Byck-Worrell at $1,302,791. Was there actually 
an award of the bid ? 

Mr. Bowen. At the conclusion, when the contract was awarded, it 
was stated that when it was built, that in no event were they to get 
over that amount of money. 

■\^^iat prompted the thing was, we got into a discussion about what 
would constitute the construction contract — would the insurance, cleri- 
cal help, so forth and so on, go into it. And we had quite a discussion 
about it and we didn’t know exactly how to work the thing out, and 
linally they said, “Well, we will buy your stock,” and that is how the 
thing worked out. 

Mr. Sells. AVell, let me ask you this: Had they made any offers 
to you to purchase your stock prior to the time this construction con- 
tract was awarded to them ? 

Mr. Bowen. No. 

Mr. Seijls. In other words, there was actually an award of their 
contract ? 

' Mr. Bowen. A verbal aw^ard. We opened the bids, they were the 
low bidder, we got together and we were going to actually award 
the contract. And then we got into a discussion about what would 
constitute it, who was going to sign the checks and do so forth. 

Mr. Seli^. But, as I understand what you just told me, this figure 
of $1,302,000 was a top limit on what the construction was to cost; 
is that right? In other words, they could not charge more than that 
for building the apartments; is that right? Is that the first correct 
assumjitionl 

Mr. Bowen. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. And then, in addition to that top limitation, the under- 
standing was that at the time the construction was finished, they were 
to total up their actual costs and add 6 percent? 

Mr. Bowen. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. That was the real contract price; is that right? 

Mr. Bowen. That is right. 

Mr. Oliver. That was the award, on that basis. Really it was a 
contract, to be renegotiated at the conclusion of the job. 

; Mr. Seixs. I understand. 

Mr. Oliver. But what he is talking about is that then they got into 
the hassle when they discussed what it was going to cost. 

Mr. Sells. Let me make this observation at this point. Assuming 
you had gone ahead under this contract, the contract itself called 
for the construction of the project at roughly $100,000 less than the 
mortgage commitment ; isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Bowen. What is that question, again ? 

Mr. Sei^ls. Assuming you had gone ahead under this contract that 
you had with Byck-Worrell, the contract itself, the understanding 
iteelf, was that the construction cost or construction price would 
$100,000, roughly, less than the mortgage commitment. 

BOGOO— 64 — pt. 4 54 
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Mr. Bowen. Roughly that, yes. 

Mr. Seu^. Now, as I understand it, at the time the negotiations 
were going on in connection with this construction contract, they 
made you an offer to purchase all of youl* stock ; is that right? 

Mr. Bowen. They made us an offer after — as he said, we had quite 
a hassle about what was going into the cost of construction, and we 
fussed and fumed and finally they told us that they would buy all our 
our stock. 

Mr. Sells. Buy you out completely ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Bowen. Buy our stock ; yes. 

Mr. Sells. And did they do that? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. They did buy you out. 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Tell me a little bit about how that transaction occurred. 
What were the mechanics of the transaction ? Was it just an outright 
purchase of all of your stock, Mr. Bowen ? 

Mr. Bowen. You will have to answer that. 

Mr. Oliver. I am definitely not an accountant. 

Mr. Bowen. Neither am I. 

Mr. Oliver. But I can tell you this: They sold — ^lock, stock, and 
barrel — for $150,000. 

Mr. Sells. By that you mean Mr. Bowen and Mr. Sundy? 

Mr. Oliver. That is right. The- By ck- Worrell Construkion Co. 
bought it. 

Mr. Sells. In other words, they bought all of the stock of what- 
ever class — class A, class B, and possibly class C stock? 

Mr. Oliver. That is right. 

Mr. Selims. Which had been issued. 

Mr. Bowen. We divested ourselves completely of any interest. We 
sold the corporation. 

Mr, Sells. In other words, to Byck-Worrell, at a total price of 
$150,000? 

Mr. Bowen. $150,000; that is right. 

Mr. Sells. When did that sale occur? Can you tell me about 
when? 

Mr. Bowen. December 27, 1950. 

Mr. Sells. Had any construction been done on the project up until 
that time? 

Mr. Bowen. It was substantially completed. 

Mr. Sells. It was substantially completed by that time? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. In other words, Byck-Worrell had started construction 
under their original agreement that you had with them, and then their 
purchase of all of your interest in the project didn’t actually take place 
until the project was about finished; is that right? 

Mr. Bowen. That is right. 

, Mr. Setls. Do you recall about when you had purchased the land, 
Mr. Bowen ? Did you tell me that ? 

Mr. Bowen. In January, to the best of my recollection. I believe 
that is right. 

Mr. Sells. January 1950? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes; January 30. 
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Mr. Oliver. Now, this may be a pure technicality, but on Janu- 
ary 30, 1950, that was the date on which Mr. Bowen signed a contract 
obligating himself to make the purchase. He paid pai-t of the money 
down, so when he said he purchased it on that day he was legally 

obliged to buy it. ' , i j i q 

Mr. Sells. Did you get your downpayment on the land bacKs 

When the corporation took title to the land did they give you back 

your downpayment? , , • 

Mr. Bowen. As I recall it, the only thing — 1 say the only thing — 

what I got back was the sale of my stock. 

Mr. Sells. Do you recall how much your downpayment on the land 


was? 

Mr. Bowen. No; I do not. 

Mr. Sells. Was it about 10 percent of the 

Mr. Oliver. About 5 percent. 

Mr. Sells. Five percent of $30,000 would have been about $1,500, 
is that right? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. But as I recall it, Sundy and I actually paid for 
that land. 

Mr. Oliver. You did later on. That was the downpayment. 

Mr. Bowen. Oh, the downpayment? 

Mr. Oliver. Yes. 


. Mr. Bowen. It was either 5 or 10 percent. 

Mr, Sells. You made a downpayment of $1,500, approximately? 

Mr. Oliver. Roughly. 

Mr. Sells. Did you and Mr. Sundy yourselves, as individuals, actu- 
ally pay any more toward the purchase of the land ? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. How much? 

Mr. Bowen. We paid it all. 

Mr. Sells. Did you pay it or did the corporation pay it? 

Mr. Bowen. We paid it ; Sundy and Bowen paid it. 

Mr. Oliver. I think they paid it in cash, it was conveyed to the 
corporation and the corporation gave them a note. 

Mr. Sells. For the full amount? 

Mr. Oliver. That is my recollection. I think that is right. 

Mr. Sells. Is that your best recollection, Mr. Bowen ? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. But I do laiow we paid the full purchase price 
of the land. 

Mr. Sells. All right. Then at the time of the sale of your stock, all 
of yours and Mr. Sundy ’s stock, to the Byck-Worrell Construction Co., 
Mr. Bowen, you had invested in the project the cost of land at about 
$30,000, plus your capital contribution of either $7,000 or $7,500, for a 
total of about $37,000, is that right ? 

Mr. Bowen. I think that figures about right. 

Mr. Oliver. It seems to me it must have been more than that, 
though. Bill, because you paid the architect for drawing the plans 
and you had engineering surveys made, and I think a topo had been 
made. I think you can safely say at least that much had been paid. 

Mr. Sells. At least $37,000, we are pretty sure of it. If he paid the 
full price of the land and if he paid an original capital contribution. 

Mr. Bowen, As I recall I had a topo map made. I had to have 
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Mr. Sells. Can you tell me how much in additional costs you and 
Mr. Sundy actually incurred during the period you held the land and 
held the stock in the Nelson Apai'tments Corp.? 

Mr. Bowen. I would say from $2,000 to $5,000. 

Mr. Sells. Suppose we give you another $5,000 then, give you 
the top. 

Mr. Olb^. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. That raises it up to about $42,000. Would you say, 
then that at the time you sold all of your stock to Byck-Worrell, you 
and Mr. Sundy had invested about $42,000 ? Is that right ? 

Mr. Bowen. I would say that is roughly correct. 

Mr. Sells. For which you received, in return, $150,000, representing 
the price that Byck-Worrell paid for your stock. So you and Mr. 
Sundy netted about $108,000. That is a net figure. Does that sound 
about right to you ? 

Mr. Bowen. That is somewhere — I don’t know whether that is cor- 
rect or not. 

Mr. Oliver. If I may interrupt just a minute, that isn’t right. 
Something is wrong with our calculations, because you made $150,000. 

Mr. Sells. Over and above what he had invested ? 

Mr. Oliver. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Where did it come from, Mr. Oliver? 

Mr. Oliver. I don’t know. As I say, I am not an accountant, 1 
am not a figure man, but I remember distinctly — in fact, I remember 
the date it was sold. Mr. Byck said, “I’ll give you $100,000 and you 
can get out of the picture.” And Bill says, “Make it $150,000.” And 
they went out and came back and, to everybody’s amazement, that 
is how it was done. 

Mr. Sells. That would still be the total price, $150,000 ? 

Mr. Oliver. They have that, but 

Mr. Sells. Over and above what they had invested, is that right? 

Mr. Oliver. That is right. 

Mr. SEiJ.fi. I would like to know how that same about, Mr. Oliver. 

Mr. Oliver. Well, we will get that for you. 

Mr. Sells. I am not quarreling, you understand, but I wanted to 
give Mr. Bowen and Mr. Sundy credit for the money they had invested 
in the project. 

Mr. Oliver. I may be wrong, but that is my recollection. 

Mr. Sells. What is your recollection, Mr. Bowen ? 

Mr. Bowen. Well, Mr. Sells, I don’t know. I got into something— 
I was not that kind of a builder. I got into something that I never 
dreamed of. Well, I don’t think we want to go into all of that. But 
I do know that I bought the land and paid for it. As to whether 
or not we made $150,000 above that $42,000 or not, I just frankly 
don’t know. 

Mr. Seot^ls. Well, does it sound right to you ? I don’t know any- 
thing about your business transactions or your business, Mr. Bowen, 
but I would think this, that if I had turned $100,000 or $150,000 on a 
jiarticular project or a particular enterprise, I would think I would 
have some recollection as to how much I made off of that deal. 

Mr. Bowen. I do have some recollection. As Mr. Oliver said, at 
that time I was pretty well covered up with activities. I know' when 
[ got through paying taxes, there w'asn’t much left. I know thati 
But, frankly, I would just have to get my auditor to tell me. 



FHA INVESTIGATION 


3559 


Mr. Sells. Are you pretty sure you made $100,000 ? 

Mr. Bowen. Am I pretty sure we made $100,000 f 

Mr. Sells. Yes. 

Mr. Bowen. We sold the stock for $150,000. 

Mr. Seixs. I come back to where I was a few minutes ago. Assum- 
ing $150,000 was all you ever got, and giving you credit for an original 
investment of $42,000 of yours and Mr. Sundy’s money, you made 
something over $100,000 ? 

Mr. Bowen. That is right. 

Mr. SelivS. And Mr. Oliver says he thinks you actually netted more 
than that. 

Mr. Oliver. I could be wrong. 

Mr. Bowen. I don’t think so. 

Mr. Sells. Then we’re back to where we were a few minutes ago. 
My original figure was that you made something like $108,000 off of 
this particular deal, over and above what you invested out of your 
pockets. 

Mr. Bowen. I would say we made that. I vrould say “Yes.” 

Mr, Sells. Was that $100,000 divided between you and Mr. Sundy 
in accordance witli your stockholding? 

Mr. Bowen. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. In other words, you got two-thirds of it? 

Mr. Bowen. I held two-thirds of it. 

Mr. Seli^. And Mr. Sundy 

Mr. Bowen. He held a third of it. 

Mr. Sells. Did you or Mr. Sundy have any interest, financial or 
otherwise, in the Byck-Worrell Construction Co.? 

Mr. Bowen. No. 

Mr. Sells. You have no interest in that company whatsoever? 

Mr. Bowen. Never have had. 

Mr. Sells. After you sold all your stock in Nelson Apartments, 
Inc., did you retain any interest, financial or otherwise, in either 
Byck-Worrell or in the Nelson Apartments? 

Mr. Bowen. No. 

Mr. Sells. In other words, you completely divorced youi'self of 
all 

Mr. Bowen. Completely divorced. 

Mr. Sells. Now, is this a fair statement, and believe me, Mr. Bowen, 
if it is not a fair statement or if Mr. Oliver thinks it is not a fair 
statement, I invite you to correct me. As I view^ this thing at this 
moment, you and Mr. Sundy made $100,000 during a period of about 
1 year, in which your services to this project consisted of purchasing 
the land, setting- up the corporation, acquiring a mortgage commit- 
ment. Isn't that about all you did, Mr. Bowen ? 

Mr. Bowen. Mr. Sells, that is a lot. 

Mr. Sells. As I said, you use your terms. 

Mr. Bowen. Have you ever set up one of tl^ese things ? 

Mr. Sells. No; I haven’t. 

Mr. Bowen. Of course you are familiar with them, 

Mr. Sells. I know a little something about them. 

Mr. Oliver. He found the mortgage money and he did those things 
that you mentioned, plus the negotiations with the architect for the 
drawing of the plans, and the trip to Springfield, 111., I believe, for 
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the Franklin Life Insurance Co., and went over the plans and speci* 
fications, and it took about a year. 

Mr. Bowen. Mr. Sells, I am an older man — do we have to put this 
in here ? 

Mr. Sells. Do you want to say something off the record ? 

Mr. Bowtun. Yes. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Sells. Back on the record. 

I will ask a cou,ple of other questions and maybe we can wind this 
up. Mr. Bowen, do you know what it actually cost Byck- Worrell ta 
construct the project ? 

Mr Bo^VEN. I do not; no. Now, Mr. Oliver might know. 

Mr. Ollv^er. You asked me, you remember, the other day. 

Mr. Sells. I asked you that before, Mr. Oliver ; yes. 

Mr. Oliver. What I did, I got a certified public accountant to go 
through the records of Nelson Apartments, and if it will help you at 
all, I will simply read this into the record. 

Mr. Sells. I would like you to. 

Mr. OLnrER. It is a letter from ]\Ir. Donald F. Stewart, certified 
public accountant, 110 East Bay Street, Savannah, Ga. 

The letter is dated October 4, 1954, addressed to Oliver & Davis, 
attorneys at law. Savannah, Ga. Re Nelson Apartments, Inc. 

Dear Mr. Oliver; In accordance with yonr request, I have examined the 
records of Nelson Apartments, Inc. Their records show that Byck -Worrell 
Construction Co. was paid a total of $1,100,290.88 for construction of the apart- 
ments. 

Their records also show on December 27, 1950, a transfer of 1,51.5 shares of 
class B stock to Byck-Worrell Construction. Mr. W. A. Bowen’s records indicate 
that the class B stock was sold for $100 per share to Byck-Worrell Construc- 
tion Co. 

Very truly yours. 

Now, we do not have, or Mr. Bowen could hardly get, information 
as to what Byck-Worrell’s costs were. 

Mr. Bowen. I have no way to get that. 

Mr. Sells. Let’s do a little figuring here. Ac<:ording to the state- 
ment that you just read, Mr. Oliver, if I understand it correctly, this 
accountant’s or auditor’s examination of the records indicates that 
the books show that Byck-Worrell received, in round figures, $1,100,000 
for the cost of construction of the project. 

Mr. Oliver. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. Now, that figure is roughly $300,000 less than the moiir 
gage commitment of $1,400,000. 

Mr. Oliver. $200,000 less than the estimated cost. 

Mr. Sells. That is the next figure I am coming t6. It is $200,000 
less than the construction contract or the construction agreement that 
was originally entered into between Mr. Bowen, Mr. Sundy, and the 
Byck-Worrell Co. 

Now it looks to me — and correct me if I am wrong, Mr. Bowen— it 
looks to me like almost from the very inception of this thing, it was 
felt or believed by you and IMr. Sundy and the Byck-Worrell Co., that 
the project could be built for less than the mortgage commitment 
Isn’t that correct? 

Mr. Bowen. Will you state that again ? 
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Mr. Sells. It looks to me like you gentlemen all figured or agreed 
from tlie beginning that the project could be built for less than the 
mortgage commitment. 

Mr. llowEN. Mr. Byck and Mr. Worrell had nothing to do with 
sponsoring that commitment. Mr. Sundy and I had nothing to do 
with the Byck- Worrell Construction Co. I mean we were not asso- 
ciated with it. 

Mr. Oliver. Could I make a suggestion ? 

Mr. Sells. Yes. 

Mr. Oliver. Bill, why don’t you simply read into the record that 
letter. 

Mr. Sells. I have read the letter, Mr. Oliver. 

Stay with me, Mr. Bowen, and please don't look for an opportunity 
to quarrel with me until I have finished. 

Mr. Bowen. I won’t quarrel with you. I couldii’t afford to quarrel 
with you, could I ? 

Mr. Sells. Assuming this letter from Mr. Stewart, the certified pub- 
lic accountant, is correct when it states that Byck-Worrell received 
$1,100,000 for constructing the project, that left $300,000 of excess^ 
shall we say, in loan proceeds or mortgage proceeds over and above 
the actual cost of construction. Are you with me up to that jioint? 

Mr. Bowen. I am with you. 

Mr. Sells. Now, out of that $300,000, $150,000 was available to j^ay 
you and Mr. Sundy for your stock. 

Mr. Bowen. I don’t know where the $150,000 came from. 

Mr. Seij^. Isn’t it reasonable to say that there was at least $150,000 
there with which Byck-Worrell felt it could expend or felt it could use 
to purchase your stock ? 

Mr. Bowen. Mr. Sells, I don’t know where the $150,000 came from. 
Mr. Byck and Mr. Worrell, according to your figures there, could have 
built that thing for one price, where somebody else couldn’t have built 
it for that. 

Mr. Sells. Is that the point that I am talking about, Mr. Bowen? 

Look, assuming these figures — and Mr. Oliver has given me this let- 
ter from Mr. Stewart — assuming the figure of $1,100,000 as the actual 
cost of construction, there was $300,000 difference there bertveen the 
actual cost of construction and the mortgage, as committed by FHA; 
isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Bowen. I will answer your question, but let me say this : I never 
knew, until I saw this letter, what the difference wiis. 

Mr. Sells. I am not saying that you did. I am saying if you agree 
with tliese figures or if you accept these figures, you will agree that 
there appears to have been $300,000 of excess of mortgage over con- 
struction costs ; isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. 

Mr. Oliver. That is right. 

Mr. Bowen. It appears to be that. 

Mr. Sells. In terms that a layman would understand, it appears to 
me that you and Mr. Sundy received $150,000, or half of that figure,. 
^ the purchase price for your stock. 

Mr. Bowen. We received $160,000. 

Mr. Sells. You don’t know where the proceeds came from ? 

Mr. Bowen. No ; I do not. 
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Mr. Sells. Wouldn’t this be a fair inference? Wouldn’t it be a 
fair assumption or inference to say that Byck-Worrell must have 
known at the time they offered to purchase your stock, that the con- 
struction costs were going to be low enough so that they could afford 
to pay you the $150,000 for your stock ? 

Mr. Oliver. I think that is certainly a fair assumption, but bear in 
mind that the Byck-Worrell Co. at the same time that they were 
building this, were building another project of approximately the 
same size right next door to it, and, therefore, could have eliected 
construction economies. 

Mr. Sells. I agree it could have effected economies, and so forth, 
but do you agree with me that my assumption is a fair assumption? 

Mr. Oliver. I think the figures speak for themselves. 

Mr. Sells. Assuming that after they purchased your stock, Mr. 
Bowen, assuming there was still half of that $300,000 left in Byck- 
Worrell, do you know whether they, whether Byck-Worrell, ever 
made any distributions to their own snareholders ? 

Mr. Bowen. That I do not know. 

Mr. Sells. That is your statement and your testimony ? 

Mr. Bowen. Now state it again, and let me be sure I understand you. 

Mr. Sells. All right. After the project was all completed, do you 
know whether Byck-Worrell made any distribution to its shareholders, 
as a result of the construction of this project? 

Mr. Bowen. No. As far as knowing, I do not know, no. 

Mr. Sells. Plave you ever heard that tliey did ? 

Mr. Bowen. I wouldn’t know whether I had heard — I mean — wait 
a minute, Mr. Sells. Now I am not taking issue with you, but what 
Byck-Worrell did, whether they distributed any moneys or not, that 
I can’t answer, because I don’t know. I am not familiar with them. 

As I repeated before, I have no interest and have never had any 
whatsoever with Byck-Worrell -Construction Co. 

Mr. Sells. O. K. So your testimony is that if there was still money 
left over, after they finished the project 

Mr. Bowen. Then I don’t know what happened to it. 

Mr. Sells. And after they had purchased their stock, you don’t 
know what happened to it ? 

Mr. Bowen. I don't know what happened to it. 

Mr. Selt^. All right. That is the point I was trying to get to. 

Let me clarify this. This letter from Mr. Stewart I will describe 
for the record. It is a letter on the letterhead of Donald F. Stewart, 
certified public accountant, 110 East Bay Street, Savannah, Ga., dated 
October 4, 1954, addressed to Oliver & Davis, attorneys at law, in re 
Nelson Apartments, Inc., Savannah, Ga., in which Mr. Stewart states: 

In accordance with your request, I have examined the records of Nelson 
Apartments, Inc. Their records show that Byck-Worrell Construction Co. was 
paid a total of $1,100,299.88 for construction of the apartments. 

And it says, “Very truly yours, Donald F. Stewart.” 

I will return that letter to you, Mr. Oliver. 

Mr. Oliver. Thank you. 

Mr. Sells. Mr. Bowen, are you and Mr. Sundy the only two indi- 
viduals that ever had any interest in the stock of Nelson Apartments, 
Inc., prior to the purchase of that stock by Byck-Worrell ? 

Mr. Bowen. Mr. Sells, I held two-thirds of the stock and Mi’- 
Sundy held the other third. We got — as I explained to you before, 
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our work was kind of rubbing on one another, and those people made 
us their price on the thing for the stock. . 

Mr. Sells. Let me ask the question in another way: -Mr. Bowen, 
did any other individual ^t anything out of the sale of your and 
Mr. Sundy ’s stock ? Did the proceeds of that sale or any part of the 
proceeds of that sale go to anyone else ? 

Mr. Bowen. Did any 

Mr. Sells. Did any part of the moneys that you and Mr. Sundy 
received for the sale of your stock, did any of that money go to anyone 
else, other than the two of you ? 

< Mr. Oliver. You had to pay the attorney fees, for example. You 
paid me some of it. 

Mr. Sells. For services; yes; to you, Mr. Oliver. Anyone else? 

Mr. Bowen. I repeat, I held two-thirds of the stock, and Mr. Sundy, 
one-third. 

Mr. Sells. That isn’t answering my question, Mr. Bowen. 

Mr. Bowen. IVliat is your question, again ? 

’ Mr. Sells. Did anyone get any of those proceeds — did anyone else 
share in the proceeds of that sale? 

Mr. Bowen. Nobody but the stockholders; no, sir. 

' Mr. Sells. Were you and Mr. Sundy 

Mr. Bowen. Mr. Sundy and I were the stockholders. 

Mr. Sells. Did you hold any part of the stock, any part of the 
two-thirds interest in the stock you held, for anyone else? 

Mr. Bowen. May I talk to my attorney? 

Mr. Sells. You may. 

> Mr. Oliver. Excuse us just a minute. 

Mr. Sells. Surely. 

(A short recess was taken.) 

■ Mr. Bowen. Now what is your question again, Mr. Sells? 

Mr. Sells. Well, I have asked you the question in about three dif- 
ferent forms. Which w^ay do you want me to repeat the question ? 

Mr. Bowen. In any way you would like. 

Mr. Sells. You held two-thirds of the stock, but did you hold that 
stock or any part of that stock in behalf of anyone else? 

Mr. Bowen. I held some of the stock as nominee. 

’ Mr. Sells. For whom? 

Mr. Bowen. P. H. Preston. 

Mr. Sells. Is that Congressman Preston ? ^ 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. ^ 

Mr. Sells. How much? 

Mr. Bowen. Thirty-three and one-third percent. 

Mr. Sells. In other words. Congressman Preston was a one-third 
owner of this project; is that right? 

Mr. Bowen. I held one-third of the stock. 

Mr. Sells. As his nominee? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Did he receive one-third of the proceeds of the sale of 
the stock? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. So he received roughly $50,000 ; is that right? 

Mr. Bowen. That is right. 

Mr, Sells. Had he been in the project as a stockholder from the 
inception of the project? 

Mr. Bowen. Y^. 
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Mr. Seuus. Was he one of the individuals that helped set it up? 

Mr. Bowen. No. 

Mr. Sells. Wliat part did he take in it, if any ? 

Mr. Bowen. He just put his money in it. 

Mr. Sells. Do you know how much money Congressman Preston 
imt in himself? 

Mr. Oliver. He put in one-third. 

Mr. Sells. That would be one-third of the purchase price of the 
land. Did he contribute to the purchase price of the land, too ? 

Mr. Oliver. He put one-third of whatever was put in. He bought 
and paid for his stock. He had a cash investment exactly equal to 
Mr. Sundy and Mr. Bowen. 

Mr. Sells. Assuming our total figure that we arrived at a moment 
ago is correct, of $42,000, as being the total equity or the total capital 
investment in the project^ your statement is that Congressman Pres- 
ton contributed a third of that, roughly ? 

Mr. Bowen. To the best of my knowledge, that is right. 

Mr. Sells. Well, that would be about $13,000. One-third of $42,000 
would be about $13,000, is that correct, Mr. Oliver? 

Mr. Oliver. About that. 

Mr. Sells. All right. Mr, Bowen, did Congressman Preston have 
any part in the financial or business organization of this project, the 
setting up of Idle corporation? 

Mr. Oliver. He did not. 

Mr. Sells. Is that your answer, Mr. Bowen, that he did not? 

Mr. Bowen. He did not. 

Mr. Sells. Did he have any part in the securing of the FHA 
commitment? 

Mr. Bowen. No. 

Mr. Sells. Do you know whether or not Congressman Preston ever 
contacted or talked to any FHA official about this project? 

Mr. Bowen. I do not know. 

Mr. Sells. Do you know that he did not ? 

Mr. Bowen. No. 

Mr. Sells. Do you know whether he did ? 

Mr. Bowen. No. 

Mr. Sells. In other words, you cannot say, one way or the other, 
whether he did or did not ; is that true ? 

Mr. Bowen. That is true. 

Mr. Sells. Are you related to Congressman Preston ? 

Mr. Bowen. No. 

Mr. Sells. No relationship to him whatsoever? 

Mr. Bowen. No. 

Mr. Sells. By marriage or by blood ? 

Mr. Bowen. No relation. 

Mr. Sells. May I ask this : How did Congressman Preston happen 
to become involved in this project? Is he a friend of yours? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Personal friend? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Of long standing? 

Mr. Bowen. Of long standing; yes. Life. 

Mr. Sells. Have you ever had any business dealings with hi® 
before ? 
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Mr. Bowen. Oh, yes. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. In what? In the construction business? 

Mr. Bowen. No. 

Mr. Sells. Would you mind telling me generally. I am not inter- 
ested necessarily specifically. 

Mr. Bowen. At one time he was my attorney. I have a furniture 
business. I have done business in furniture. 

Mr. Sells. He represented you as attorney at one time ? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes; many years ago. 

Mr. Sells. You are sure it wasn’t Congressman Preston’s idea to 
start this project? 

Mr. Bowen. Oh, I am positive of that. 

Mr. Sells. Was it your idea? 

Mr. Bowen. It was Mr. Sundy’s and my idea. 

Mr. Sells. Is Mr. Sundy related to Mr. Preston ? 

Mr. Bowen. Not that I know of, no. I know he is not. 

Mr. Sells. Has he done business with Mr. Preston before? 

Mr. Bowen. I don’t know. 


Mr. Seijls. Let me ask this que.stion, Mr. Bowen, and if Mr. Oliver 
thinks it is' not a fair question I -won't object to it : Was there any par- 
ticular reason why Congressman Preston chose to stay in the back- 
ground in tliis thing and have his stock held by you, as nominee. 

Mr. Oliver. I doubt that this witness could testify as to what 

Mr. Sells. I assumed you might have some objection to that, but 
I am interested only in this witness’ knowledge, if he has anv, Mr. 
Oliver. 


Was there any particular reason that you know of why Congressman 
Preston wanted his interest held by you as a nominee for him ? 

Mr. Bowen. I would rather let Mr. Preston answer that question, 
Mr. Sells. 


Mr. Sells. You would rather let him answer that. Do you know of 
any reason that you would care to tell me? 

Mr. Bowen. No. 


Mr. Sells. How many units are there in this particular project, 
Mr. Bowen? 


Mr. Boaven. Two hundred and twenty. 

Mr. Sm.Ls. Two hundred and twenty rental units; is that right? 
Mr. Bowen. Yes. 


Air. Sells. Is it a profitable project? 

Mr. Bowen. They tell me it is 100 percent occupied and has been. 

Mr. Sells. Do you know whether Congressman Preston has any 
interest in Byck-Worrell? 

Mr. Bowen. I couldn’t swear, but I know that he does not. I mean 
in my own mind. 

Mr. Sells. In other words, your answer would be, I take it, that 
the only thing that Congressman Preston received from this project 
was approximately $50,000, representing the proceeds of the sale of 
nil of the stock of the project; is that right? 

Mr. Bowen. That is riglit. 

Mr. Oliver. The same thing you received. 

Mr. Bowen. The same thing I receiA^ed. 

Mr. Sells. And the same thing Mr. Sundy received ? 

Mr. Bowen. Yos. 
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Mr. Sells. Mr. Bowen, who handled the paperwork for the details 
that were necessary to prepare these applications for the FHA 
mortg^e ? 

Mr. Bowen. I handled part of them, and Mr. Gurley. 

Mr. Sells. Who is he ? 

Mr. Bowen. Mr. Gurley was an insurance agent in Savannah, 

Mr. Sells. He had experience in handling this type of project? 

Mr. Bowen. He was in the mortgage-loan business at that time. 
He is no longer there. 

Mr. Sells. Did you during the organizational stage of this project, 
or at any other time, ever personally talk to any FHA official in con- 
nection with this project? 

Mr. Bowen. Sure. 

Mr. Sells. Who? 

Mr. Bowen. Your question was, Did I talk to anybody during 
the 

Mr. Sells. During the time that you were in the project. 

Mr. Bowen. I had to talk to somebody to get permission to file an 
application for a 608. 

Mr. Sells. Who did you talk to? 

Mr. Bowen. I talked to the State director. 

Mr. Sells. Wlio was that ? 

Mr. Bowen. That was Mr. R. E. Mathewson. 

Mr. Spxls. Where is he located ? 

Mr. Bowen. In Savannah. He is deceased. 

Mr. Sells. He is deceased now ? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Did you ever talk to Clyde Powell ? 

Mr. Bowen. No, sir; I don’t know Clyde Powell. 

Mr. Sells. You certainly know who he is ; do you not? 

Mr. Bowen. By the papers; yes. 

Mr. Seixs. You have heard of Mr. Powell? 

Mr. Bowen. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. And I take it you do not know him personally ? 

Mr. Bowen. I do not. I have never seen him. 

Mr. SelivS. Did you ever talk to him personally or correspond with 
him personally? 

Mr. Bowen. No, sir. 

Mr. Sells. Did anyone else, so far as you know, who had any con- 
nection with this project, ever deal or talk or correspond with Mr. 
Powell personally? 

Mr. Bowen. No. 

Mr. Sells. Not so far as you know ? 

Mr. Bowen. Not so far as I know. Mr. Sells, there was a need for 
these things in Savannah, Ga. We were overlooking that. 

Mr. Sells. Let me say this off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Seixs. On the record. Mr. Bowen, do you know whether Con- 
gressman Preston exercised or used any influence whatsoever in get- 
ting this project approved by FHA ? 

Mr. Bowen. He did not. 

Mr. Sells. And you can state — ^ — 

Mr. Bowen. He did not, to my knowledge, and I think I would 
have known it had he did. 
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. Mr. Sells. Mr. Bush, do you have any other questions that you can 
think of ? 

Mr. Bush. No. 

Mr. Sells. Mr. Bowen, is there anything else you think we should 
know about this project, or any other project? Let me ask this ques- 
tion : Have you had any interests in any other 608 projects ? 

Mr. Bowen. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Sells. Woula you mind telling me wliich ones ? 

Mr. Bowen. Franklin Apartments. 

Mr. Sells. Franklin Apartments ? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Was that a situation similar to this one, in that you 
sold your interest out on the project ? 

Mr. Bowen. No. I biiilt Franklin. 

Mr. Sells. Y ou still have it ? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes, sir. And Fll tell you, I wish I had Nelson. 

Mr. Sells. Where is it located ? 

Mr. Bowen. In Savannah. 

Mr. Sells. You still have an interest ? 

Mr. Bowen. Yes ; I still own it. 

Mr. Sells. Do you have any associates ? 

Mr. Bowen. No. 

Mr. Sells. That was your project ? 

Mr. Bowen. That is right. Now, Mr. Sundy and I did Franklin 
Apartmente. There was Franklin 1 and Franklin 2. One of them 
has 80 units and one of them has 70, so there is 150 units. I owti 
Franklin 1 and Mr. Sundy owns Franklin 2, and nobody elese is in- 
terested in it. 

■ Mr. Sells. Let me ask just a general question. Were the costs of 
construction of Franklin Apartments more or less than the amount 
of the mortgage? 

Mr. Bowen. The cost of construction was a very little bit less. 

Mr. Sells. By a very little bit, do you mean $100,000 or $50,000? 

Mr. Bowen. Oh, no. I think — ^this is purely from memory — I 
think that on 150 units it was approximately $40,000. 

Mr. Sells. Overall? 

Mr. Bowen. Overall. 

Mr. Sells. Now, unless you gentlemen, either one of you, has some- 
thing else you particularly want to put in the record, 1 think I ha ve 
^ked all the questions that I wanted to ask. Mayli Mr. Bush has 
something to say. 

Mr. Bush. No; I don’t. 

Mr. Oliver. I don’t think so. 

Mr. Bowen. I don’t have anything. 

Mr. Sells. I have to ask you this, gentlemen, because Mr. Simon 
so instructed me this morning. Now we can do 1 of 2 things: we 
«an accept your statement or I can serve a subpena on you. I will 
nave to ask you to be here Thursday morning at 10 o’clock in the 
senate Office Budding. Now, as I say, I can accept your promise 

Jiere, to be here, if you make that promise in the record, or I can serve 
^ subpena on you. 

Mr. Oliver. On Thursday. What is Thursday ? 

Mr. Sells. Tliursday is the 7th. 

Mr. Bowen. Well, if I have to be here, I will be here, Mr. Sells. 
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Mr. Sells. I would prefer to accept your promise rather than go 
to the trouble and formality of serving a subpena. 

Mr. Bowen. 1 would hate to stay here". I have work that needs 

to be done. 

Mr. Se«ls. You understand that I am acting under instructions 
in that regard. 

Mr. Bowen. I will have to be here, that is all. 

Mr. Sells. There is certainly no secret about it. The reason you 
are being asked to come here is tliat the committee may wish to 
you some questions at a public session.' The committee is conducting 
public sessions all this week, and I have been instructed to assure that 
you are here Thursday morning at 10 o’clock, in the Senate Office 
Building. 

Now, it will be at 1 of 2 places. You can note this if you want to, 
Mr. Oliver. It will either be in the Senate caucus room, which I 
believe is 318, on the third floor, or in room 301, which is the hearing 
room for the Senate Banking and Currency Commitee. They are 
just down the hall from each other. 

So, if you will report to both rooms on Thursday morning at 10 
o’clock, I will have your assurance, Mr. Bowen, that you will be 
there ? 

Mr. Boaven. Yes. 

Mr. Oliver. That is on October 9 ? 

Mr. Sells. October 7 is Thursday. 

All right, gentlemen, I have no further questions. Thank you. 

Mr. Oliver. Thank you very much, Mr. Sells. 

(Wliereupon, at 10:05 a. m., hearing in the above-entitled matter 
was concluded.) 

The Chairman. Our next witness will be Mr. Charles Knott, of 
Baltimore. 

Mr. Knott, please. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God? 

TESTIMONY OF CHARLES KNOTT, CHESAPEAKE GARDENS, 

ABERDEEN, MD. 

Mr. Knott. I do. 

The Chairman. Will you please be seated. You may proceed, Mr. 
Counsel. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Knott, will you give the reporter your name and 
address, please ? 

Mr. Kno'it. Charles Knott, Baltimore, Md. 

Mr. Simon. What is your street address, please? 

Mr. Knott. 2456 Greenmount. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Knott, are you associated with either your brothers 
or your father in the building business? 

Mr. Kno'it. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Who are the members of your family associated witai 
you ? 

Mr. Kno'it. My brothers, Martin and John. 

Mr. Simon. Is there a Henry Knott in your family ? 

Mr. Knott. A brother. 
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Mr. Simon. He is a brother ? 

Mr. IvNOT'r. ^"es. 

Mr. Simon. Is he associated with you? 

Mr. Knoit. No, sir. 

Mr. Si]M()X. Is that a separate branch of the family? 

Mr. IvNO'rr. Separate entirely. 

Mr. Simon. And you have no dealings with him at all? 

Mr. Knoi't. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Are you familiar with the telephone number in Balti- 
more, l^KL— 2088 ? 

Mr. Knoit. Am I familiar with it? 

Mr. SmoN. Yes. 

Mr. Knotf. That is my brother’s phone number. 

Mr. Simon. What does ‘‘BEL” stand for? 

Mr. Knoti'. Belmont. 

Mr. Simon. And Belmont 2638 is your brother’s telephone number? 
Mr. Knoit. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. AVhich brother ? 

Mr. Knott. Henry. 

Mr. Simon. Your brother Henry. He is not a partner of your 
building operation? 

Mr. Kno'it. No. 

Mr. Simon. We have a number of long-distance telephone calls from 
Clyde Powell’s apartment to Belmont 2638. Do you Know what they 
could have been about ? 

Mr. Knoit. No, sir ; I have no idea. 

Mr. Simon. No idea? 

Mr. Knoit. No. 

The ChiAiRMAN. It is not your telephone number, but your brother 
Henry’s telephone number ? 

Mr. Knott\ That’s right and he is not associated with me in any way. 

Mr. Simon. And you don’t know what he and Mr. Powell were talk- 
ing about ? 

Mr. Knott. I have no idea. 

Mr. Simon. And your brothers built Chesapeake Gardens, Inc., 

I project? > ’ ’ 

Mr. Knott. That’s right. 

Mr. Simon. That is near Aberdeen Proving Grounds, Aberdeen, 
Md. ? 0 7, 

Mr. Knott. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. A Wherry Act project of 600 units. 

Mr. Knott. 706. 

Mr. Simon. What is the name of the company that sponsored the 
construction of the project? 

Mr. Knott. Chesapeake Gardens, Inc. 

Mr. Simon. Nos. 1, 2, and 3? 

Mr. Knout. That’s right. 

Mr. Simon. What was the capital stock of each of those companies? 
Mr. Knott. $9,000. ^ 

Mr. Simon. $9,000 for each ? 

entity ^ ^ consolidated and No. 2 is a separate 

Mr. Simon. Is it $9,000 in each? 

Mr. Knott. Yes. 
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Mr. Simon. Wliat was the amount of tlie mortgage in Chesapeake 

No. 1? 

Mr. Knott. $3,256,000. 

Mr. Simon. $200? 

Mr. Knott. $200. 

Mr. Simon. And No. 2 ? 

Mr. Knott. It was $1,587,600. 

Mr. Stmon. And No. 3 ? 

Mr. Knott. $1,588,800. 

Mr. Simon. That is a total of $6,432,600 ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Knott. That’s right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Who built these buildings ? 

Mr. Knott. Garden Construction. 

Mr. Simon. Wlio are the stockholders ? 

Mr. Knott. The same three, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You and your two brothers? 

Mr. Knott. That’s correct. 

Mr. Simon. You owned the building company and the construction 
cony any ? 

Mr. Knott. That’s correct. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost of construction of Chesapeake No. 1? 

Mr. Knott. No. 1 was $2,794,616; No. 2 was $1,332,484, and 3 was 
$1,242,431.39. 

I would like to straighten the record out on that. Tliat made a 
total of $1,056,000. There is $100,000 due off of there for consolidation 
which reduced it to $958,000. 

Mr. Simon. You are way ahead of me. The last question is, The 
cost of construction and if I understand it correctly, the three figures 
you gave for cost total $5,374,316.83 ; is that right? 

Mr. Knott. Minus the $100,000. 

Mr. Simon. What is the $100,000 ? 

Mr. Knott. That represents payroll, taxes, and various deductions 
that were not included in that. 

Mr. Simon. Then the difference between the construction cost as 
you initially gave it and the mortgage is $1,056,283.17, and if you 
deduct this round figure of $100,000, which you, I gather, estimate 
should come off there, the net difference between the cost and the 
FHA mortgages would be $958,283.17. 

Mr. Knott. One is gross and the other is net. 

Mr. Simon. Roughly, either $950,800, or a million fifty-eight thou- 
sand, depending on the figure you take? 

Mr. Knott’. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you very much. 

The Chairman. Any questions? 

Mr. Ejenney. Yes, sir, I have 1 or 2. 

Did you obtain these contracts by competitive bid? 

Mr. Knott. No, sir, we obtained the contract from Fleet Walker 
& Associates in Detroit who had the lease from the military and we 
contacted Fleet Walker and Mr. Walker came out from Detroit and 
we negotiated a contract with them. 

Mr. Elenney. Have these properties been operating successfully? 

Mr. Knott. No, sir. At the present time we have sustained about 
$258,668 operating loss so far. 

Mr. Simon. Is that before or after depreciation ? 
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Mr. Knoit. That is after depreciation. 

Mr. Simon. So it is not a cash loss but a bookkeeping lo^. 

Mr. Knott. That’s right, but we don’t have the depreciation capital 
to take care of r^lacement reserves that will be needed in the future. 

Mr. Kenney. That results in an annual loss of about how much ? 

Mr. Knott. The 1951 loss was $162,097.24; 1962 was $104,424.89. 
These were 1 and 3. And 1953 is $73,279.23, and 1964 is $90,115.21, 
making a total of $429,917.57, and in 1962 and 1953 and 1954, a com- 
bined loss on No. 2 of $95,751.39, making a total combination of the 2 
projects of $525,668.96. 

Mr. Kenney. What are the future prospects? 

Mr. Knott. We have a turnover up there every 6 months. 

Mr. Kennedy. Wliy has this not rented up as contemplated origin- 
ally? 

Mr. Knott. Because it is a school, there, and the students are in and 
out of there and there are no long-term leases as originally expected. 

Mr. Kenney. Do you expect to continue to pay this annual loss ? 

Mr. Knott. We can stand it for a while, but how long it will be 
depends upon the occupancy because we have had anywhere from 8 to 
10 percent vacancy, at times. 

Mr. Kenney. Is this loss due to competition from other Wherry 
house projects? 

Mr. Knott. Partially, and some overbuilding of title IX’s, in the 
Aberdeen area. 

Mr. Simon. Would you say that it was a mistake for FHA to have 
authorized the construction of the project? 

Mr. Knott. I don’t think they had anything to say. It was the 
certificate of need from the military. 

Mr. Simon. Would you say it was a mistake for the military to 
have issued the certificate of need ? 

Mr. Knott. AVell, unfortunately, at the same time the military 
initiated a need for the additional 398 units and Public Housing made 
a survey at the same time and issued 400 title IX’s, and it is a dupli- 
cation. 

Mr. Simon. At any rate, the Government financed too much housing 
that wasn’t needed in the area. 

Mr. Knott. That’s correct. 

Mr. Simon. But the only one who will lose will be the Government? 

Mr. Knott. I guess it might be put that way. 

The Chairman. Thank y^ou very much. 

Now, our next witness will be Mr. Sylvester J. Lowery, of Phila- 
delphia, I believe. Mr. Lowery, do you solemnly swear that the testi- 
mony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

testimony of SYLVESTER J. LOWERY, WARWICK APARTMENTS, 

ATLANTIC, N. J. 

Mr. Lowery. I do. 

The Chairman. Will you please be seated and give your full name 
wid address to the reporter for the record ? 

Mr. Lowery. Sylvester J. Lowery, 1722 Walnut Street, Phila- 

debhia. 

I he (hiAiRMAN. You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

60090 — 64 — pt. 4 66 
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Mr. Simon. Mr. Lowery, are you one of the owners of the Warwick 
Apartments in Atlantic City ? » 

Mr. Lowery. No; I am not. 

Mr. Simon. Are you connected with it ? 

Mr. Lowery. I was connected with it. 

Mr. Simon. You are one of the builders ; is that right ? 

You are one of the sponsors who built the project f 

Mr. Lowery. That is correct.. 

. Mr. Simon. 'When was it built? 

Mr. Lowery. I believe, from March of 1950, to about July 1951. 

Mr. Simon. What ^as the amount of the FHA mortgage on the 
property ? 

Mr. Lowery. The original commitment was $2,424,000. 

Mr. Simon. Is that increased to $2,503,000? 

Mr. Lowery. No ; it was approved in that amount, but finally in- 
creased, due to an agreemetib^with the permanent mortgagee, to 
$2,489,900. 

Mr. Simon. Where is tliis project located? 

Mr. Lowery. Atlantic City, N. J. 

Mr. Simon. On the ocean ? 

Mr. Lowery. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Does it have a swimming pool ? 

Mr. Lovstery. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Does it have cabanas ? 

Mr. Lowery. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Were tenants required to rent a cabana, or make ar- 
rangement to use the swimming pool as a condition to renting the 
apartment ? 

' Mr. Lowery. I would say to my knowledge, no, but I haven’t been 
connected with the project for 

' Mr. Simon. When the project first opened up were there any tenants 
in the building who didn’t rent the use of the swimming pool in 
connection with renting the apartments ? 

Mr. Lowery. I believe there were; yes. 

Mr. Simon. How. many? 

Mr. Lowery. I will have to do a little mathematical calculating. 
There were 280 apartments. I am assuming there are 3 people to 
each apartment, which is about 840. I think about three or four 
hundred people belonged to the — from three to five or six hundred 
people belonged, originally. 

Mr. Simon. Did you say to us that it was not required to rent one 
of these cabanas, or pay a fee for the use of the swimming pool, to 
get an apartment there ? 

Mr. Lowery. It was not required. 

Mr. Simon. You are absolutely certain of that? 

Mr. Lowery. I am absolutely certain. 

Mr. Simon. Are the tenants who say to the contrary wrong? 

Mr. Lowery. From what date on do they say that? 

Mr. Simon. From thewery beginning. 

Let me ask you this : Would it be true at any time ? 

Mr. Lowery. Let me say that I could only answer up to a point 

Mr. Simon. When did you sell ? 

Mr. Lowery. February 1952, 1 believe. 
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Mr. Simon. Well up until February 1952, is it wrong, if any tenant 
says that they were required to pay for the use of the swimming 
pool in order to get an apartment ? 

Mr. Lowery. To the best of my knowledge, I would say yes. I 
had very little to do with the renting of the project. 

Mr. Simon. Wouldn’t you know if that hadn’t been the fact? 

Mr. Lowery. Would you repeat that, please? 

Mr. Simon. Wouldn’t you know if the tenants had been required* 
to pay for swimming-pool privileges? 

Mr. Lowery. I would say they weren’t required to pay for swim- 
min^pool privileges, up to the time I left. 

Mr. Simon. At any rate, the costs of the project include the cost 
of the swimming pool and the cost of the cabanas; is that right? 

Mr. Lowery. Y es. 

Mr. Simon. You filed your application at the FHA Office in Phila- 
delphia; is that right? 

Mr. Lowery. No, Camden. 

Mr. Simon. Camden, N. J. Excuse me. 

And as there a man named Hunter, who was the district director 
of the FHA Office in Camden ? 

Mr. Lowery. I believe he was director, at that time. 

Mr. Simon. Do you remember his first name? 

Mr. Lowery. Kay. 

Mr. SiJtoN. On November 8. 1949, did Mr. Hunter write a letter 
rejecting your application for tlie Warwick Apartments? 

Mr. I 40 WERY. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Pie did? Pie rejected it? 

Mr. Lowery. Yes. 

Mi\ after he rejected the project, did you and Mr. 

I i^iankel, and Mr. Massey come down here to AVashington and have a 
conference with Clyde Powell ? 

Mr. Lowery. \es, with Mr. Hunter’s approval 

see his bo^’.'^coJld hef Somg down to 
Mr. Lowery. Just a matter of courtesy, that is all. 

PowelD What was the date upon which you came to see Mr. 

Mr. Lowery. I believe it would be around the 10th of November. 

sernml 1 November, did Mr. Hunter write a 

second letter approving the project? 

Mr. Lowery. Approving the project? Yes. 
and approved rejection, he reversed himself 

Mr. Lowery. Yes. 

concernel*^'^*'’”" " reasons so far as we were 

rid '^0-day period wlien he 

Mr TVT fi^self, you and Mr. Frankel, who was vour partner and 

president of the Peoples Bank & Mort- 

<'■* 

iiiA No, not just that. Wo saw Mr. Clyde Powell ves 

pieseuted the facts in a letter dated, I believe, November ^lli 


3574 


FHA INVESTIGATION 


signed by Mr. Massey, the reasons for the project, and those fact? 
I believe, had some reason on the adjustment of thinking of FHA to 
the final conclusion that they made. 

Mr. Simon. And Mr. Powell told Mr. Hunter to reverse himseli 
is that right ? 

Mr. Lowery. The decision I don’t believe was mad^'by Mr. Hunter. 

Mr. Simon. You say it was not made by him ? 

Mr. Lowery. I don’t think so. 

Mr. Simon. It was made by Mr. Powell, wasn’t it ? 

Mr. Lowery. I don’t know who it was made by. I believe it was 
his own director. 

Mr. Simon. At any rate you saw Powell and Hunter was told to re- 
verse himself, is that right ? 

Mr. Lowery. I received a letter from Mr. Hunter, or rather Peoples 
Bond & Mortgage Co. received a letter from Mr. Hunter, revising the 
letter of November 8. I don’t know who told them. 

Mr. Simon. Is this what happened : 

On the 8th of November, Hunter rejected the application. You 
went down and saw Mr. Powell and somebody told Hunter to reverse 
himself, and he, on the 28th, wrote you a letter approving the appli- 
cation ? 

Mr. Lowery. I corrected you before when you said “told Hunter to 
reverse himself.” Actually I think Hunter was acting as an instru- 
ment of the Washington office of the FHA and he .was not reversing 
himself. 

Hunter wanted the commitment, I believe. 

Mr. Simon. Hunter first wrote the letter rejecting it ? 

You saw Powell, Hunter wrote a letter approving it; is that right! 

Mr. Lowery. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Now what if any payment did Mr. Powell get for his 
ijervices ? 

Mr. Lowery. No payment. 

Mr. Simon. Are you certain of that? 

Mr. Lowery. Positive. 

Mr. Simon, The bank deposits of Mr. Powell at the Riggs National 
Bank show that on November 16, he deposited $4,800 in cash. Novem- 
ber 16, 1949. 

And on November 22, 1949, he deposited $6,500 in cash, and on 
November 28, which is 6 days after the second deposit, and 12 days 
after the first deposit, you got your letter of approval. 

Is there any connection between either of those deposits and your 
letter of approval ? 

Mr. Lowery. Absolutely none at all. 

Mr, Stmon. Why was Mr. Powell so generous to you people when 
you came down and saw him ? 

Mr. Lowery. He was just, not generous. 

Mr. Simon. He approved the project. Did the plans show it was 
going to have a swimming pool and cabanas ? 

Mr. Lowery. At that time, no. It showed that it was going to 
have stores and restaurants, but not swimming pool and cabanas; no. 

Mr. Simon. They were later added, w’ere they? 

Mr. Lowery. Ye^, by a change order. 

Mr. SiM?ON. Wlio approved the change order adding the swimming 
pools and cabanas ? 
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Mr. Lowery. The usual procedure, which was followed in this case, 
was to submit the change order to the mortgagee, who in turn sub- 
mitted it to the FHA, both approving it. 

Mr. Simon. Now, don’t you have a large number of tenants who 
really are resort tenants? 

Mr. Lowery. I have to ask you for what period of time do you 

mean that? 

Mr. Simon. Well, aren’t there a large number of tenants who live 
in the building but who only occupy the apartments — who rent the 
apartments, but only occupy them during the resort season? 

Mr. Lowery. I couldn't answer after F ebruary 1952. 

Mr. Simon. Well, prior to February 1952. 

Ml*. Lowery. This was under section 608 which, as you know, gave 
priority to veterans. 

Mr. Simon. Yes, and as I understand it, Mr. Frankel has testified 
that there were only 25 veterans who have moved into the project. 

Mr. Lowery. Of course that would be out of your control. 

Mr. Simon. You were with Mr. Frankel, on September 30 when 
he testified here in executive session? 

Ml*. Lowery. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. And didn’t vou hear him, when he said there were only 
25 veterans who occupied the apartments ? 

Mr. Lowery. Yes; but 1 believe when you apply for FHA insurance 
in your application, you sign a statement that you will offer it for 
veterans priority for 30 days after the completion of the project, which 
can be proved by advertisements and the postings of signs around 
the project for that period. 

Mr. Simon. And isn’t it also true that Mr. Frankel, on September 
30-— I don’t mean to be putting words in his mouth, but didn’t he 
dispute that a number of these tenants occupied the apartments only 
during the resort season ? 

Mr. Lowery. I believe Mr. Frankel testified there were no transient 
accommodations. 

Ml*. Simon. I know there are no transient accommodiations but isn’t 
it true that a substantial number of people who rent the apartment 
by the year, use it only during the resort season ? 

Mr. I.(OWERY. I believe that is the way he testified ; yes. 

Ml*. Simon. And that is true, isn’t it? 

Mr. Lowery. I don’t know, after February 1952. I really don’t. 

Mr. Simon. Well, it was true prior to February 1952, wasn’t it? 

Mr. Lowery. Not to a great extent, I believe the Atlantic City 
residents were also offered preference together with veterans and I 
believe it has a large percentage of Atlantic City residents. 

I believe about 60. 

. Mr. Simon. Now, you sold your stock to Morris Hassel, of Read- 
me, Pa. ? 

Mr. Lowery. No; I did not. 

Mr. Simon. To whom did you sell your stock? 

Mr. Lowery. You are referring to which stock ? 

Mr. Simon. Your stock in the Warwick Apartments. 

Mr. Lowery. The stock in the construction company that built the 
pr^'ect, I sold to the company, itself. I had no stock in the War — 
If I may identify it, the Warwick Apartments is the name of the 
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apartments the same as the Mayflower Hotel is the name of the May. 
flower Hotel. The owning company was called Rawleigh, Inc., and 
the construction company was Tlawleigh Construction Co. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t Hassel loan the Rawleigh Construction Co. 
$317,000, of which $179,000 was used to purchase your stock and 
Margolis’ stock? 

Mr. Lowery. Yes, sir ; that is correct. 

Mr. Simon. So it was at least his money that bought your stock, 
whether he bought it direct or not? 

Mr. Lowery. Yes; that would be so. 

Mr. Simon. How much had you invested in this stock of the Raw- 
leigh Construction Co.? 

Mr. Lowery. In addition to the capital-stock investment, I liad 
put in around $60,000 up until the time of closing. 

Mr. Simon. My question was not how much you had loaned the 
company, which they paid back out of the mortgage, but how much 
had you paid for the stock that Hassel bought? 

Mr. Lowery. Well, the company — excuse me. The company did 
not pay back out of the mortgage — if you will check the record, you 
will find there is a $260,000 investment— — 

Mr. Simon. How much did you pay for the stock you sold to 
Hassel ? 

Mr. Lowery. The actual capital contribution, I believe, was $400, 
plus the $60,000 — plus a $100,000 note I endoi'sed at a bank. 

Mr. Simon. Was it paid — the note? 

Mr. Lowery. It hasn’t been paid as yet; no. 

Mr. Simon. Whose note is it? 

Mr. Lowery. It is the sponsor’s note. 

Mr. Simon. Are they good for it ? 

Mr. Lowery. I would say so. 

Mr. Simon. Was the $60,000 repaid? 

Mr. Lowery. Yes. Not out of the proceeds of the mortgage. 

. Mr. Simon. But it was repaid ? 

Mr. Lowery. Not out of the proceeds of the mortgage. 

Mr. Simon. The only cost of the stock to you is the $400 you paid 
for it ; is that right ? . 

Mr. Lowery. I wouldn’t attribute it as the only cost; no. 

Mr. Simon. Is the only cost in dollars for the stock, the $400? 

Mr. Lowery. For the stock certificate; yes. 

Mr. Simon. And you sold the stock certificate for $150,000; is that 
right? 

Mr. Lowery. That is right. 

The Chairman. The same stock certificate. 

You want to be specific that it was the stock certificate. It was 
the same stock certificate that you paid $400 for, but sold for $150,000» 

Mr. Lowery. It now has a greater value. 

The Chairman. Greater, or less? 

Mr. Lowery. Greater. 

The Chairman. You should have held on longer. 

Mr. Simon. Do you still insist when you came down here and saTV 
Clyde Powell in November 1949 and got him to reverse the decision, 
that there was no financial consideration for that reversal ? 

Mr. Lowery. In the first place, I don’t believe he made the decision 

in the first place. 
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Hr. Simon. I don’t say he reversed his own decision, but he reversed 
a decision which had been made. 

Hadn’t the project been rejected when you went to see Powell? 

Mr. Lowery. Yes. I don’t know whether he reversed it or not. 
Someone in Washington evidently informed Mr. Hunter to inform me, 
and if you prefer to say Clyde Powell, I have no objection to that. 

Mr. Simon. Did you talk to anybody except Clyde Powell about 
the project? 

Mr. Lowery. No; but it could have been referred to a les^r light 
such as a zone director, or regional director, or something like that. 

Mr. Simon. But the only man you talked to between the time it was 
rejected and the time they reversed themselves was Clyde Powell? 

Mr. Lowery. Yes. For a short time. I believe Mr. Massey carried 
the ball. 

Mr. Simon. Regardless of who carried the ball, the only man asked 
to do anything about reversing the decision was Clyde Powell ? 

Mr. Lowery. Not reversing the decision, exactly. The text would 
be reversing the decision. We felt the decision was unjust, the revoca- 
tion or whatever you call it. 

Mr. Simon. Regardless of whether the initial decision was unjust, 
you did go down to get it reversed, did you not ? 

Mr, Lowery. In effect, yes. 

Mr. Simon. What do you mean by ‘‘in effect”? 

Mr. Lowery. We had it reversed; yes. 

Mr. Simon. You had it reversed, and Clyde Powell is the man you 
saw to get it reversed ? 

Mr. Lowery. That’s correct. 

Mr. Simon. And you still insist you didn’t pay him for that? 

Mr. Lowery. Absolutely. I never saw the man outside of his office 
in his life. 


Mr. SmoN. That w^asn’t my question, whether you saw him out of 
his office. My question was whether you paid him anything. 

Mr. Lowery. I never paid him anytliing. 

Mr. Simon. Did anybody pay him anything for this reversal? 

Mr. Lowery. No. 

Mr. Simon. You say these 2 deposits in his bank account, $4,800 and 
$5,700, are pure coincidences? 

Mr. Lowery. You can call them coincidences. They have nothing 
to do with me and nothing to do with my project. 

Mr. Dinkins. Mr. Lowery, between these two decisions, the first 
one turning you down and the second approving this project was addi- 
tional information furnished Mr. Powell? 

Mr. Lowery. Yes.^ there was. 

Simon. Wliat was the additional information? 

Lowery. It was presented in a letter from Peoples Bond & 
Mortgage Co. to Mr. Powell. 

a ' What did the letter say that was not already known to 

f HA? 


Mr. Lowery. I 'wouldn’t know what the letter said — I wouldn’t 
FHA Imew. 

Mr. Simon. You just told Mr. Dinkins additional information was 

presented after the rejection. Now, what was the additional infor- 
mation ? 


3578 


FHA INVESTIGATION 


Mr. Lowert. Well, I j)resume furnishing proof of demand and the 
need for a project of this type in Atlantic City, which we felt had 
been possibly overlooked when the application was revoked. 

Mr. Simon. Did that information show that this was going to be 
middle-income housing? 

Mr. Lowery. The application, I believe, was around $29 a room, 
which would be somewliere in the middle-income bracket. ’ 

Mr. Dinkins. One more question, please : Is there anything unusual 
about housing in Atlantic City on the waterfront having a cabana and 
swimming pool ? 

Mr. Lowery. I would think that would be rather unusual. 

Mr. Simon. I wasn’t indicating that was unusual, but FHA wasn’t 
supposed to finance luxury apartments, even thougli on Park Avenue 
there are also luxuiw apartments. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. 

Our next witness will be Mr. Albert Stark and Harry Bart, if you 
will, please. 

Mr. Bart and Mr. Stark. Does anybody know them ? 

They are coming in Friday? Did we excuse them until Friday! 
You are sure of that? 

We are making mistakes here. 

Then, we will call Mr. James J. Keelty, Jr., of Baltimore. 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth, so help you God! 

TESTIMONY OE JAMES J. KEELTY, JR., RODGERS FORGE 
APARTMENTS, BALTIMORE, MD. 

Mr. Keelty. I do. 

The Chairman. Give your name and address to the reporter. 

Mr. Kjeelty. James Keelty, Jr., 5716 York Road, Baltimore, Md 

Mr. Simon. Are you one of the sponsors of the Rodgers Forge 
Apartments project? 

Mr. Keelty. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Where is it located, Mr. Keelty ? 

Mr. Keelty. North Baltimore. York Road, between York and 
Charles Street. 

Mr. Simon. And there are twm corporations, are there ? 

Mr. Keelty. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. But they were built as one project? 

Mr. Keelty. More or less ; yes. 

Mr. Simon. For physical purposes. 

Mr, Keelty. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. How many units are there in the two projects? 

Mr. ICeelty. 508. 

Mr. Simon. Those projects were financed by FHA-insured mort- 
gages ? 

Mr. Keelty. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What was the amount of the mortgage on the fin* 
corporation ? 

Mr. Keelty. $2,106,000. 

Mr. Simon. And on the second ? 

Mr. Keelty. $2,008,800. 
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Mr. Simon. A total of $4,114,800? 

Mr. KjiELTY. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What was the capital stock of the first corporation ? 

Mr. Keelty. Approximately $2,000. 

Mr. Simon. What was the capital stock of the second corporation? 
Mr. Keelty. The same. 

Mr. Simon. As I understand, you and members of your family 
own 50 percent of the stock, and James and Margaret Doorment own 
the other 50 percent ? 

Mr. Keelty. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Who built the projects? 

Mr. Keelty. Rodgers Forge Construction Co. 

Mr. Simon. Who are the stockholders of Rodgers Forge Construc- 
tion? 

Mr. Keelty. The same. 

Mr. Simon. That also was nominal capitalization? 

Mr. Keelty. I think so. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost of construction of the first project? 
Mr. Keelty. $1,603,576. 

Mr. Simon. That does not include the cost of the land ? 

Mr. Keelty. That is without the land ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And what did the land cost ? 

Mr. KjiELiTr. $88,100. 

Mr. Simon. That makes a total cost of $1,691,676.67? 

Mr. Keelty. I think that is correct. 

Mr. Simon. And the difference between that amount which is the 
total cost and the mortgage on the fii*st section is $404,323 ? 

Mr. Keixty. I think that is correct. 

Mr. Si]\roN. What was the cost of the second section? 

Mr. Keelty. $1,533,820.28. 

Mr. Simon. And that does not include the land? 

Mr. lOiELTY. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost of the land ? 

Mr. Keelty. $74,907.90. 

Mr. Simon. The total cost including the land, then, was $1,608,- 
628.18? ^ ’ ’ 

Mr. Keixty. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And the difference between the total cost and the mort- 
ga^je, on the second part was $400,271 ? 

Mr. Keelty. I think that is right. 

Mr. Simon. And the 2 projects — that is the 2 corporations, the 
mortgage totaled $4,114,800, and the costs were less than the amount 
of the mortgage by $804,594 ; is that right ? 

Mr. Keelty. T have $814,595.15. 

Mr. Simon. You have how much? 

Mr. Keelty. $814,595.15. 

Mr. Simon. $814,594.15? 

Mr. Keelty. 595. 

Mr. Simon. 595.15. That represents the difference between the 
total cost and the mortgage. 

Mr. Keelty. That is right. 

^ ^ This is the fii-st witness, I think, who just told us 

down to the penny, and I congratulate you. 

Mr. Simon. Were any premiums paid? 


i 

i 
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Mr. ICeeltt. There was a premium paid of $30,000. 

Mr. Simon. So that would make the total mortgage proceeds $844,- 
595 in excess of the cost ? 

Mr. IvEELTY. That is about right. 

Mr. Simon. I miderstand in the list .that Mr. McKenna put out, 
he also listed a place called Hampton Apartments as yours, but your 
partner, Doorment, did that by himself and you weren’t with him in 
that one, is that right ? 

Mr. Keelty. That is right. 

The Chairman. This is the only section 608 that you had? 

Mr. K!eelty. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you. 

The Chairman. Are .there any further questions? Any state- 
ments ? 

Thank you very much. 

Unless there is objection, we will place in the record at this point, 
the total section 608 projects, the list of section 608 projects given to us 
by Mr. Cole’s office, on date of June 4, showing the insured mortgage 
loans in excess of costs. 

(The material referred to follows:) 



F*rojects listed alphabetically by States — Sec. 608 F IJA-insured mortgage loans in excess oj costs on pi ojects reviewed, as of Jnne /f, 


Xamc, prijcct location 

Principals 

Paid-in 

capital 

stock 

1 

Mortgage 

loan 

Reported 
cost of 
project 

Windfall > 

Amoxmt of 
distribution 
of windfall > 

Essex H'luse, Birmingham, Ala. (Alabama, 1 

Marvin L. Warner, Joseph Kanter, Birmingham, Ala 

$75,000 

$1, 209, 500 

$1,180,000 

$29,500 


prr ject) . 



Holly Park Knolls, Inc., Inglewood, Calif. 

Samuel Firks, Ma.K Maltzman, W. E. Robertson, Louis 
A. Towne, Los Angeles, Calif. 

188,000 

2, 615, 000 

2, 453, 255 

161,745 

$187,000 

Lincoln Place Nos. 1 through 35, Los .\ngelcs, Calif. 

Philip Yo’isem, Los .Angeles, Calif.; Ray Myers, R. Reese 
Mj'ers, Lambert Housing Corp., Venice, Calif. 

2.55,726 

5,167,700 

6,025,400 

142,300 

60,700 

Baldwin Gardens Co., Los .\ngeles, Calif 

Richard S. DUler, Arthur B. Weber, Irving L. Kalsman, 
Los Angeles, Calif. 

?S0, 600 

2, 866. 400 

2, 385, 000 

481,400 

432,791 

Wilshire LaCienega Co., Los Angelos, Calif 

Richard S. Diller, Arthur B. Weber, Herman Kranz, 
Los Angeles, Calif. 

39,000 

1,937, 600 

1,675,803 

261,797 

281,699 

Chesapeake Rodeo Apartments, Inc., Los Angeles, 
Calif.' (California, 5 projects). 

Herbert Kronish, Sanford S. Shear, Beverly Hills, Calif.; 
W. B. Robertson, Max Maltzman, Milton Gordon, 
Los Angeles, Calif. 

381.100 

3, 047, 500 

2, 967, 000 

80,500 

475, 100 

Cooper Apartments, Inc., New Haven, Conn. 
(Connecticut, 1 project). 

Jack B. Cooper, Louis Kuklensky, Reubin Kuklensky, 
Miami Beach, Fla.; Daniel Weinstein, Now Haven, 
Conn. 

1,000 

667,000 

614, 876 

52, 124 

68,560 

Clifton Park Manor, secs. 1, 2, 3, New Castle, Del. 
(Delaware, 1 project). 

Don A. Loftus, George T, We 3 miouth, Charles R. Martin, 
Wilmington, Del. 

7,325 

5, 980, 000 

5, 082, 000 

898,000 

549,375 

Parklands Manor, Inc., Washington, D. C 

Morris Cafritz, Edward Cafritz, Charles H. Purcell, 
Martin Atlas, Washington, D, C. 

15, 155 

3, 563, 000 

3,011,500 

551,500 

630,000 

Idaho Terrace, Inc., Washington, D. C 

Albert Small, David Stern, Washington, D. C 

12, 000 
1,000 

1,7,50,000 
787, 700 

1,49.5.500 

727,000 

254,500 

60,700 

121,928 

13,332 

Hilltop House, Inc., Washington, D. C. (District i 
of Columbia, 3 projects). 

.Marvin Willig, Washington, D. C.;'Louis Janof, Chevy 
Chase, Md.; Charles Englcbach, Philadelphia. Pa.; 
Albert P. Dicker, Daniel Gevinson, J. Svestka, Wash- 
ington, D. C. 

Mayfair Village Corp., Jacksonville, Fla. (Florida, 

Josepii A. Burstein, Morris Glazer, JacksonviUe, Fla ... 

35. 000 

554,000 

639,500 

14,500 


1 project). 


1 


Nelson Apartments, Inc., Savannah, Ga 

William A. Bowen, James L. Sundy, Sylvan Byck, Rives 
Worrell, Savannah, Ga. 

7, 500 

1,402,000 

1, 176,500 

225, 500 

250,000 

The Darlington Apartments, Atlanta, Ga. 
(Georgia, 2 projects). 

L. D. Long, Leonard L. Long, Frank G. Etheridge, At- 
lanta, Oa. 

283,300 

4, 050, 000 

4,610,878 

39, 122 


Grandview, Inc., Wichita, Kans. (Kansas, 1 
project). 

II. M. Beech, M. Mollohan, Wichita, Kans 

10, 000 

231,600 

137, .500 

94, 100 


Parkchester Apartment Development, New Or- 
leans, La. 

Paul Kapelow, Lewis Leader, Emile Bluesleln, New 
Orleans’, La. 

757, 213 

10, ,8-1.5, 600 

7,368,000 

3, 477, 600 

3, 856, 001 

Claiborne Towers, Inc., Governor Claiborne 
Apartments, Inc., New Orleans, La. (Louisiana, 

Shelby Construction Co., New Orleans, Emile L, Blue- 
stein, vice president. 

350,000 

9, 230, 000 

7, 950, 500 

1,273,500 


2 projects) , 

Rol ert n. Bailey, Famgdale, N. Y.; Robert Greene, 
Washington, D. C. 






Gregory Estates Nos. 1, 2, 3, 1, Inc., Seat Pleasant, 
Md. 

800 

3, 184. 000 

3, 176, 500 

7,500 


See footnote at end of table, p. 2584, 
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Projects listed alphabetically by States — Sec. 608 FHA-insured mortgage loans in excess of costs on projects reviewed as of June 4, 1954 — Con. 


Name, project location 


Principals 


Rodgers Forge Apartments, Inc., Nos. 1 and 2; 
Hampton Apartments, Inc., Baltimore, Md. 
(Maryland, 2 projects). 

Morton Homes, Inc.; Little Street Homes, Inc.; 
Emile Homes, Inc.; Marquette Homes, Inc.; 
Levris Homes, Inc.; Charles Homes, Inc., Ale.x 
Homes, Inc.; Itasca Homes, Inc.; Natchez, 
Miss. (Mississippi, 1 project). 

Llnwood Park, Inc., Teaneck, N. J 

Washington Park Apartments, Camden, N. J 


Barrington Manor Apartments, Barrington, N. J. 
Woodbury Manor Apartments, Woodbury, N. J.. 
Clover Hill Gardens, Mount Holly, N. J 


Parkway Apartments, Inc., Haddonfleld, N. J 


Teaneck Gardens, Inc., Teaneck, N. J 

Brookcbester, Inc., secs. 1-7, 9 and 10, New Mil- 
ford, N. J. 

Richfield Village, secs. 1-6, Clifton, N. J 

Elmwood Terrace, Inc., East Paterson, N. J 

Jeflerson Gardens, Inc., Clifton, N. J. (New Jer- 
sey, 13 projects; see also New Jersey projects, 
pp. 5 and 7). 

Rockaway Crests, secs. 1, 2, and 3, Inc., Far 
Rockaway, N. Y. 

Kew Gardens Apartments, Inc., Briarwood 
(Queens County), N. Y. 

Kew Gardens Hills, Inc., Kew Gardens Hills, 


James Keelty, Jr., James Dorment, Joseph Keelty, Louise 
H. Keelty, Marguerite Dorment, Baltimore, Md. 

Roselawn Construction Co., Paul Kapelow, Lewis I. 
Leader, New Orleans, La. 


Ralph J. Solow, Sidney Sarner, Teaneck, N. J 

Sam Madway, Pauline M. Margolis, Bette Davis Mad- 
way, Elizabeth Magen, Madway Engineers & Construc- 
tion, Bala Cynwy^ Pa. 

Bernard WeUiberg, HWry J. Goodwin, Etta H. Weinberg, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

Dr. Henry Spiegel, Philip S. Seltzer, Philadelphia, Pa.; 
wmiam Seltzer, Woodbury, N. J. 

Charles H. Sporkin, Philadelphia, Pa.; Herbert G. Du- 
Bois, Camden, N. J.; Thomas R. Edwards, Haddon- 
field, N. J. 

Milton Lundy, Charles H. Sporkin, Nat Sporkin, Phila- 
delphia, Pa.; Thomas R. Edwards. Herbert G. DuBols, 
Haddonfleld, N. J. 

Ralph Solow, Sidney Sarner, New York City, N. Y.; 
George I. Marcus, Hackensack, N. J. 

Joseph J, Bnmetti, Anna Stewart, Anna Brunettl, Hack- 
ensack, N. J. 

Joseph J. Brunettl, Anna Stewart, Anna Brunetti, Hack- 
ensack, N. J. 

Herman H. Rosen, Jacque Choron. trustees, Samuel J. 
Roth, Joel W. Schenker, New York, N. Y. 

Allen J. Adelman, East Orange, N. J.; B. S. Adelinan, 
South Orange, N. J.; Theodore Naftall, Newark, N. J. 

Gustave M. Berne, Great Neck, Long Island, N. Y.; 
Theodore W. Nass, Far Rockaway, N. Y. 

Harry L. and Leah Osias, Brooklyn, N. Y 

do 


N. Y. 

Do 

Parkway Manor, Inc., Flushing, N. Y 

Qlen Oaks Village, Inc., Belleroso, N. Y 

Seach Baven Ai»artznetits. Xno., Broolclyn, N. Y-. 


do - 

William B. Qreenstein, David H. Bass, Brooklyn, N. Y._ 
George M. and Alfred Gross, Lawrence Morton, Glen 
Oaks, N. Y. 

Fred O. 'Trump, Jamaica, N. Y 


Paid-in 

capital 

stock 

Mortgage 

loan 

Reported 
cost of 
project 

1 

WindfaU » 

Amount of 
distribution 
ofwindfalLi 

$6,000 

$5. 32L TOO 

$4,269,000 

$1,052,700 

$300^000 

121,600 

1, 741, 600 

1, 274, 500 

467, 100 

595, 441 

13, 000 

8, 875, 000 

6, 662, 500 

2, 426, 821 

2,588,425 

2. 000 

2, 349, 000 

2. 162, 500 

1 

186,500 

220,060 

2,000 

2. 262, 200 

1, 846, 000 

416,200 

252,706 

1, 040 

583,600 

451,000 


83,660 

2.700 

1. 620, 000 

1, 581, 000 

39,000 

17, 152 

50,000 

2, 929, 800 

2, 897, 000 

32.800 

14a 036 

1,000 

1,592,000 

1,566,000 

105,600 

103,907 

9,000 

9,966,500 

9, 694, 000 

272,500 

638,281 

6,000 

5, 289, 500 

5, 128, 500 

161,000 

370, 321 

1,000 

2, 516, 000 

2, 385, 467 

130,533 

199,506 

sS,448 

921,500 

809,074 

156, 426 

325,980 

3,000 

14, 486, 100 

13, 475, 000 

1,371,400 1 


12,000 

1 

9, 266, 700 

8, 930, 245 

336,455 


1,000 

3, 510, 000 

3,384,500 

125,500 

190,000 

3. 000 

10, 670, 500 

10, 213, 100 

457, 400 


2,000 

343, 500 

307, 300 

36,200 1 

38,000 

82,500 

24, 359, 700 

20, 035, OOO 

4, 324, 700 

4,600,000 

240. OOO 

16, 022, 000 

12,326,000 

4,047, 0OO I 

730, OOO 
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Rego Park Apartments, Inc., Elmlmrst, N. Y 

KJngsway Development, Inc., Brooklyn, N. Y 

Elmwood Gardens, Inc., East Paterson, X. J.: 
Gregory Apartments, Inc., ?riisahoth Apart- 
ments, Inc., Marine Terrace Apartments, Inc., 
Astoria, Lons Island, N. Y. 

Arrowbrook Gardens Development Corp., Flush- 
ing, N. Y. 

Ed. Donner Gardens, Inc., Jackson Heights, N. Y. 


Cathedral Gardens, Hempstead, N. Y 

Kingsway Gardens, Brooklyn, N. Y 

Bayshore Oardeqs, Inc., Belle Harbor, N. Y 

Alley Park Housing Corp., 77th Road Realty 
Corp., Bayside, N. Y. 

Iroquois Apartments, Inc., Hollis, Queens County, 
N. Y. 

Patchogue Gardens, Inc.. Patchogue, N. Y 

Kew Terrace. Inc., Kew Terrace No. 2, Inc., 
Flushing, N, Y. 

Braddock Garden Apartments, Inc., Queens 
Village. N. Y. 

Jeffrey Garden Apartments Nos. 1 and 2, Bayside, 
N. Y. 

Knightsbrldge Apartments, Great Neck, N. Y 

Langdale Realty, Inc., Nos. 1 and 2, Bellerose, 

■ N. Y. 

Pleasantville Apartments Corp., Pleasantville, 
hi • J, 

Sanford Gardens, Inc., Flushing, N. Y. (New 
York, 25 projects). 

College View Apartments, Inc., Oklahoma City, 
Okla. (Oklahoma, 1 project). 

Flamingo Apartments, Inc., Philadelphia, Pa. 
(Pennsylvania, 1 project). 

Huron Housing Corp., Huron, S. Dak. (South 
Dakota, 1 project). 

Billy Mitchell Village, Inc., San Antonio, Tex 


Midway Gardens, Inc., Pasadena, Tex 

Bayou Park Apartments, Houston, Tex 

Bayou Lake Corp, No. 1, Pasadena, Tex. (Texas, 
4 projects). 


Norman Tishman, David Tlshman, Robert 7‘labmaii. 
Mew York, N. Y. 

Louis Mints, Max Mintx, Morris Mints, Monroe Marko- 
witz. New York City, N. Y. 

Samuel J. Roth. Joel W. Schenker, Harry Ginsberg, 
George Gregory, Elisabeth Gregory, New York. X. Y. 


Morton Pickman, Lee E. Ellman, Samuel M. Berley, 
Charlotte Pickman, Bess Berley, Esther Ellman, 
Forest Hills, N. Y. 

Charlesam Construction Co.^ Flushing, N. Y.: Charles 
Donner, president: Charles J. Muss, vice pcesident; 
Samuel Donner, secretary-treasurer, 
f Mack Kanner, Jerry Kanner, Lester Kanner, Merrick, 
Long Islan^ N, Y. 

Jack Camer, Helen C. Camer, Samuel Benson, New York 
City, N. Y. 

Hyman Zarett, Belle Harbor, N. Y.; Isadora Lehrer, 
Neponsit, N. Y.; Jack H. Spiegel, no address. 

Queens Valley Development Corp., John Turner, 
Jamaica, N. Y. 

Beniamin M. Hess, Haskel Hess, Sidney Kessler, J. Lewis 
Lazarus, Rubin Garflnkel, Flushing, N. Y. 

Jerry Kanner, Mack Kanner, Lester Kanner, Merrick, 
N. Y. 

Norris Brocher, Alfred Wohl, Astoria, N. Y.; Charles K. 
Itchkow, Great Neck, N. Y. 

Jean Van Dyke Kessler, Harry Rosen, Joseph Plrozzl, 
Jamaica, N. Y. 

Haskell Hess, Benjamin Hess, Sidney Kessler, Jamaica, 
N. Y. 

Gilbert Tllles, Great Neck Estates, N. Y.; Herman Tllles, 
William Sanbur, Jamaica, N. Y. 

Kalman Klein, David Teicholz, Jamaica, N. Y 

Bernard Weinberg, Philadelphia, Pa.; Harry J, Goodwin, 
Elkins Park, Pa. 

Lester Kanner, Mack Kanner, Jerry Kanner, Merrick, 
N. Y. 

Fred D. Newman, Oklahoma City, Okla 

Dr. Daniel Gevlson, Washington, D. C... 

Shelden F. Reese, Sioux Falls, S. Dak 

David Muss, Norman K. Winston, Louis N. Kaplan, 
New York City, N. Y.; Henry W. Penn, San Antonio, 
Tex. 

M&x Krauss, Alexander Zager, Pasadena, Tex 

Carl C. Sharp, W. Carloss Morris, Steward Morris 

do 


2,000 

6 , 4A7, 400 

4, 442, OOO 

2,01fi,400 \ 

1,700,000 

1,000 

1,253,800 

1, 082, 500 

171,300 

278,444 

4,000 

1 

14 , 666 , 000 

12, 500, 000 

2 , 157. 000 

2 , 162 , 622 

2,000 

2,675,000 

2,116,000 

559,000 


1,000 

2, 306, 400 

1,858,500 

447,900 

671,022 

1,000 

1,924.500 

1, 505, 000 

482,046 


01,008 

2, 358, 000 

1,886,000 

472,000 

110,^ 

10,600 

1,336,600 

1,089,000 

246,600 

255,000 

6,000 

6, 196, 500 

6 , 768, 000 

428,500 

337,906 

2,000 

800,000 

605,000 

195,000 


1,000 

723,900 

554,000 

195, 236 

155,000 

6,000 

3,005,800 

2,463,500 

542,300 

555,000 

750 

1,310,000 

983,500 

326,500 

289,210 

2,200 

2, 278, 700 

1, 940, 300 

338,400 

380,200 

10,000 

1, 051, 300 

800,449 

250,851 

230,649 

100,000 

3,014,400 

2, 432, 781 

581, 619 

21,000 

2,000 


1,471,000 

209,000 

230, 776 

1,000 

1,330,500 

1,082,156 

248,344 


9,900 

98,000 

69,549 

28, 451 

10, 100 

1,000 

2,533,800 

2, 252, 594 

281,206 

180,600 

45, 525 

170, 000 

130,000 

40,000 

100,2^ 

56,000 

3, 220, 200 

2,742,500 

477,700 

501, 242 

24,000 

336, 500 

245,900 

90,600 

115,000 

89,000 

1, 282, 900 


327,500 

396,800 

11,900 

415,000 


92.000 

111.900 
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Projects listed alphabetically by States — Sec. 608 FHA-insured moitgage loans in excess of costs on projects reviewed as of June 4r 1964 — Con. 


Name, project location 

Principals 

1 

Paid in 
capital 
stock 

Mortgage 

loan 

Reported 
cost of 
project 

Windfall i 

Amount of 
distribution 
of windfall > 

Warwick Gardens, Inc., Warwick Gardens No. 2, 
Inc., Newport News. Va. 

Shlrley-Duke Apartments, Inc., Alexandria, Va„. 

Bon Haven Apartments, Richmond, Va 

Lewis Garden, Henrico County, Va. (Virginia, 
6 projects). 

Huntington Apartn euts, Inc,, Ale.xandria, Va. 
CV'irgima, 7 projects). 

Grand total, sheets 1 through 0.. 

Albert T. Brout, A. L. Drucker, E. E. Falk, Nexvport 
News. Va. 

Bryan Gordon, Jr., Arlington, Va.; N. J. Sonnenblick, 
New York City, .\*. Y. 

Bertram F. Bonner, Richmond, Va 

Franklin A. Trice. Richmond, Va 

George k. Ford, William S. Banks, Washington, D. C.; 
Howard E. Evorheart, Alexandria, Va. 

$2,000 

6,000 

3,000 

526,000 

300 

$3, 788, 400 

13, 846,000 

3, 016,000 
3,884,400 

570,000 

1 

$3, 565, 500 

11, 700, 000 

3. 020, 000 
3, 450, 550 

463,200 

1 

$222,900 

2,146,000 

981,000 

433,850 

106,800 

$39,000 

2,475,600 

1, 250,000 
654,250 

95, 100 

4, 138, 590 

272, 646,300 

234, 486, 277 

39, 481, 126 

' 

31, 716, 000 


• 


' Distribution of windfall includes any type of distribution, such as dividends, stock redemption, loans to affiliated corporations, etc., as explained in HHFA pressrelease 
OA-No. 675. The windfall figure is sligblJy more than the excess of loan amount over reported cost because of lesser factors affecting the windfall amount in a number of cases. 


3584 FHA INVESTIGATION 



Projects listed alphahi ticallij by States Sec. 608 project.^ on which F M insured mortgage loans exceeded cost 

in report of June Jf., lDo4 


Projects reviexoed but not covered 


Project name and location 

j 

Principals 

1 

1 

Paid In 
1 capital 
1 stock 

■ 

Mortgage 

loan 

Reported 
cost of 
project 

Windfall > 

Amount of 
distribution 
of windfall > 

Hart Manor, Inc., Los Angeles, Calif.. 

1 

' Thom IS P. Hart. Santa Barbara, Calif.; Philip Yousem, 
Juli in H. Weiss. Los .Vngeles. Calif. 

$55, 150 

$481, 300 

$474, 400 

$6,900 

$55,000 

Palmer Park Ganleiis, Inc., Colorado Springs, 
Colo. 

1 Platt Rogers, Gerald P. Phipps. Donald C. Brorafield, 
John M. Lantz, Denver, Colo.; Walter M. Graham, 
unknown. 

92,000 

1, 440, 400 

1, 213, 800 

226,600 

140,000 

Essex Hoase, Inc., Indianapolis, Ind. 

Marvin L. Warner, Jane B. Warner, Joseph H. Kanter, 
Elvin Kanter, James L. Permutt, Birmingham. Ala. 

1,000 

3, 474, 900 

3, 221, 100 

253,800 

210, 081 

Arcadia Apartments, Louisville, Ky 

H. 0. Whittenberg, H. N. Lukiiw, Kathleen F. Whitten- 
berg, Louisville, Ky. 

5, 230 

2,419,200 

2, 220, 500 

198, 700 


Dumont, Inc. (The Town House), Shreveport, La. 

J. Winston Bradley, Hammond, La.; Leslie M. Haik, 
EmUe M. Haik, New Orleans, La. 

13, 300 

1 

2, 664, 000 

2, 611,600 

52, 400 

280.000 

Kensington Gardens, Inc., Kensington, Md 

Alfred M. Rinaudot, .V. M. ^iorrison, Bethesda. Md.; 
S. Walter Bagloy, unknown; William F. Carl, Ellis M. 
Jones, Howard R. Schafer, C. Wajme Mead, John K. 
Reeves. Henry J. Wolfson, Bethesda. Md. 

28, 000 

405, 000 

351, 400 

63, 600 

76. 750 

Sovereign .\partnients, Inc., Brookline, Mass 

Bernard Robe*ts, .\lfre 1 T,. Roberts, .Myron C. Roberts, 
Brookline, Afass.; Saiincl Rottenherg, Xewton, Mass.; 
Jam.es J. Walsh, Ca tib-idge, .Mass. 

(>, 400 

1,229, 200 

1,102, 901 

1 

126, 299 

25,855 

Joy Manor, Inc.. Detroit. Mich 

Abe Grc'^-n, Vnbroy II. Ett ‘nhei ner, HUda Ettenhci nor. 
Rose Grccn, Detroit .Mich. 

20, 400 

1, 278, 900 

1,048, 100 

230,800 

345,500 

Raloich, Ino. (Warwick .\partrnents), .Atlantic 
City, N. J. 

Sylvester 1. Lowery. Afe.-ion, Pa.; Ejthralm J. Frunkcl, 
unknown. L. .\. Th»a"‘c. unknown, Frank M. St“in- 
berg, Merion, Pa.; Sylvi ster .V. Lowry, unknown, iCate 
Margolin. Me-ioo. P:i. 

i,3.yj 

2, 4 SO, 900 

2, 3S8, 937 

100, 963 

206,600 

.\udui>r»n Park .Vitartments, Inc., Tersey Citv, 
.1. 

William Sliaoiro, Helen 'Sh-^nro, Maxwell Tcnkin, Ma' y 
Tenkin, .Ter-^ev City, .\'. J. 

3,000 

279, 000 

276, 167 

2,833 

8,300 

Cedar Lane Manor, Inc., Riv'crton, N. J 

Tohn E. Mc\’a igh. Eil.vin S. MeVa igh, John E. .Me- 
Va igh, Ir., Charli'S W. Knight, Ri .erton, X. J. 

7, 250 

290,000 

278, 357 

11,643 


Brookside Gardens, Inc,, Somerville, X. T 

Bciija nin X<dsluss, Benja nin Braunstcln, Harry Xeisloss, 
Jamaica. .X. Y. 

30 

3, 018, 500 

2, 642, 900 

375,600 

620,000 

A. B. K. .\pa'-tments, Imc., S. H. R. .^.ytartments, | 
Inc., W. P. H. .apartments, Inc., Bayside, X. Y. 

Charles Dirineer, Thcl na Sevmrencc, Isabel Albano, 
JaTiaica; X. Y.] Wlllia n P. Hahn. La irclt on, X. Y.; 
.Arnold Diamond, Aaron B. Knobler, Samuel H. Rush, 
Jamaica, N. Y. I 

15. 000 

1 

3, 988, 300 

3, 227, 800 

758,500 

766,289 


See footnotes at en<l u! table, p. 3597, 


INVESTIGATION 



' ■* Ti“, - '•> ' 



Projects listed alphabetically by States — Sec. 608 projects on which FHA-insured mortgage loans exceeded costs — Projects leviewed but not covered 

in report of June J^, 1964 — Continued 


Project name and location 


Principals 


Hill Development Co. (Oakland Gardens, Sec- 
tion 4), Ba- si le, N. Y.* 

Snringfielcl Devidopment Co., Bnyside, N. Y 

Farraent Gardens (now Vanderveer Estates), 
Brookljm, N. Y.* 

Shore Haven Apartments, Brooklyn, N. Y 

Woodbriar Manor, Tnc., Elmhurst, N. Y.* 

Franklin Terrace <?orp., Flushing, N. Y 

Great Neck Oaks, Great Neck, N. Y 


Benjamin Neisloss, Harry Neisloss, Benjamin Braun- 
stein, Jamaica, N. Y. 

do - - 

Martin H. Benedek, Brooklyn, N. Y.: Morris Kavy, 
Henry Hirsch, New York, N. Y.: Alexander P. Hirsch, 
Marguery, N. Y.; Nathan Neitliek, New York, N. Y. 

Fred Trump, Brooklyn, N. Y 

Martin Fisher, Larry Fisher, Emily Fisher, Kew Gardens, 
N. Y. 

David Minklm Sigmund S. Brlger, Brooklyn, N. Y.; 
Elias Thall, Jamaica, N. Y. 

Joseph Mascioli, Jamaica, N. Y.; Samnel Gutterman, 
Forrest Hills, N. Y.; Julius Gutterman, Jamaica Estates, 
N. Y. 


Springwood Village, Inc., Hyde Park, N. Y 

Jackson Apartments, Inc., Jackson Heights, N. Y. 
Hunter Gardens, Inc., Queens, N. Y 

Lakeview Apartments No, 1, Lakeview Apart- 
ments No. 2, Queens, N. V. 

Cameron Village Apartments, Inc., Raleigh, N. C. 


Co’intry Club Homes, Addition, Inc., Raleigh, 
N. C. 

Greenway Apartment, Inc., Raleigh, N. C 

Broadview Gardens, Inc., Cleveland, Ohio 

Beverly Manor Section I, Inc., Beverly Manor 
Section II, Inc., Beverly Manor Section III, 
Inc., Beverly Manor Section IV, Inc., Colum- 
bus, Ohio. 

Lane Towers, Inc., Eugene, Oreg 

Park Avenue Investment Co., Portland, Oreg 

Sams Apartments, Inc., Qaflney, S. C j 

Crystal Springs Homes, Spartanburg, S. C.. 


E. B. Leone, Glen Rock, N. J 

Harry L. Osias, Leah Osias, Brooklyn, N. Y 

Alfred Easkel, Doris Kaskel, Brooklyn, N. Y.: David 
Barrie, unknown. 

Jean Shector, Dorothy Ann JafTe, George A. Sh^iro, 
Brooklyn, N. Y.; Alvin B. Wolosoff, Forest HiQs, N. Y.; 
David Minkin, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

J. W. York, Raleigh, N. C.; R. A. Bryan, Goldsboro^N. C.; 
James M. Poyner, R. B, Woodson, Amy F. White, 
Raleigh, N. C. 

E. M. Richards, Thomas IrVilson, James M. Poyner, 
Raleigh, N. C. 

Thomas Wilson, Helen A. Richards, Mary Wolf WUson, 
E. M. Richards, Raleigh, N. C. 

George J. Goudreau, Joseph E. Goudreau, P, J. Dwyer, 
Parma, Ohio. 

Don A. Loftus, Cleveland, Ohio; D. E. Ryam Minne- 
apolis, Minn.; Jack F. Chrysler, W. R. Robinson, 
Currie J. Ryan, Cleveland, Ohio; Helen Robinson, 
Webster R. Ryan, Kingston, X. Y. 

Robert Coates, Ames Coates, Maryon H. Marshall, Port- 
land, Oreg. 

Victor H. Jones, David B. Simpson, Talbot Wegg, Port- 
land, Oreg. 

George A. Creed, A. Alvin Creed, Matble S. Creed, 
Columbia, S. C. 

P. S. Cecil, T. W. Cecil, C. W. Cecil, D. W. Cecil, Spartan- 
burg, 8. C. 


Paid-In 

capital 

stock 

Mortgage 

loan 

Reported 
cost of 
project 

Wlndfon ‘ 

Amount of 
distribution 
of windfall * 

$30 

$1,928,800 

$1,822,727 

$104,073 

$167,410 

30 

4,714,800 

3, 919, 039 

255, 761 

457, 069 

10,1)00 

21,719,300 

18,127,383 

3, 691, 917 

3,158.000 

14,700 

10, 398, 600 

9, 541, 928 

856,672 

1,605,000 

(*) 

4, 867, 300 

3,963,805 

903,495 ^ 

1,000,000 

1,600 

1,087,000 

814. 618 

272,382 

274665 

30,000 

5, 553,900 

4, 636, 547 

918,353 

75,000 


620,200 

608,966 

11,244 



1,603,000 

1, 260, 718 

342, 282 



1,866, 800 

1,512,000 

354,800 

290,000 

10,000 

3,068,000 

2,262, 115 

805,885 

863,000 

52,857 

2, 503, 800 

2, 319, 845 

183, 955 

321,250 

300 

790,000 

676, 644 

114, 356 

206, 350 

68,000 

849,500 

731, 941 

117,659 

140,000 

500 

2,833,834 

2, 685, 342 

148, 492 

80,000 

4,000 

8,826,400 

7, 772, 046 

1,054,354 

762, 654 

26,500 

1 

1,025,800 

950, 777 

75, 023 


2,000 

2, 772, 300 

2, 724, 913 

47, 387 


j 11,000 i 

197,600 

153, 935 

43,665 j 

27,000 

1 09, 000 1 

1, 116, 400 

1 803, SlO 

222,881 1 

230, BOO 
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Shelioume Towers, Inc., Knoxville, Term 

Colonial Village Corp., Nashville, Tcnn 

Chelsea Gardens, Inc., Memphis, Term 

Coliseum Park Aparlmcnts. Inc., Antonio, 
Tex. 

Jefferson Village, Falls Church, Va 

Labe Burlen Heights, Inc., Seattle, Wash 


Panoramic View Corp., Richardson Vista Corp., 
Anchorage, Alaska. 

Total 


Guilford Olazer, Knoxville, Tcnn.; Morris Olazer. >Tasb- 
vUle, Tonn. 

do - 

William B. Clark, W. F. Fay, John C. Clark, Memphis, 
Tenn. 

E. J. Burke, Sr., E. J. Burke, Jr., Ross Burke, Mary Jane 
V'air, Roy Wilson, San Antonio, Tex. 

Charles Rose, Arthur Hamburger, Marshall Coyne, 
Samuel Rossoff, In’ing Rossoff, unknown. 

L. E. Baldwin, Vcm J. Oja, R. E. Wright, Seattle, Wash.; 
Martha Anderson, unknown; W. B. Nettleton. Seattle, 
Wash. 

Harry Lewis, Myer Lurie, Leo Seldenverg, F. M. Reisch- 
ling, Melvin D! Lurie, Seattle, Wash. 


7, OOO 

1, 082, OOO 

1. S70, 800 

111 , no 

3, 480 

777.000 

693,215 

83,785 

1.000 

1, 848. 000 

1,824,224 

23,776 

91,000 

925,600 

791, 199 

134. 401 

6. 300 

4, 852, 500 

4. 374, 825 

477, 675 

30,000 

4. 143, 600 

4, 080, 190 

63, 410 


7,740,400 

7, 665, 748 

74, 652 

726, 210 

123, 227,034 

109, 435, 051 

13, 791, 983 


68, 434 
30, 614 


70,800 


12, 557, 801 


1 The amount set forth in the Windfall column is limited to the excess of the mortgage 
loa^ over the reported cost of the project, incla.ing the cost of the project land. 
Distribution in some instances exceeds the amo'int shown in t^’e winjfall colamn 
because additional cash was male avail.iblc principally in t'le following manner: (1) 
In those cases where stock was issue 1 for t le project land, a like amount was thus made 
available from the mortgage proceeds; and (2) rents received prior to the first amortiza- 


tion payment on the mortgage loan. Distribution of windfall Includes any type of 
distribu^on, such as dividends, stock redemptions, loans to affiliated corporations, 
etc., ase.^lained in HHFA Press Release OA, No. 675. 

• Referred to In Mr. McKenna’s testimony before Senate Banking and Currency 
Committee on June 28, 1954. 

* Unknown. 
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The Chairman. Now we are going to close this phase of our hear- 
ings on tomorrow. We have 1 more day and we will finish, even if we 
have to go until 6 o’clock tomorrow, but I do want to say this, now, 
to any person in any place in the United States, whose name has been 
brought into any of these hearings over the past 4 months who feels 
that he was injured in any way, who wishes to file a statement with 
this committee to be printed and made a part of the permanent record, 
or if he wishes to be heard in person, we will arrange for him to be 
heard, or hear him in November. 

We will try to hear them tomorrow, if there is anybody who wants 
to be heard tomorrow. 

In other words, what I am saying is this, that anyone who feels 
that they have been hurt by the testimony of any witness — for example, 
if Congressman Preston feels that he was hurt by the testimony of liis 
partner Mr. Bowen. Others have felt the same way — a concern in 
Indianapolis, my home town, the partners in Meadowbrook, they feel 
they should again testify and clear up certain facts. 

My point is that anyone who feels that they would like to be heard, 
maybe we can hear them tomorrow. If not, we will hear them in 
November, or they may file a statement, a letter or a statement with 
this committee, and it will be printed and be made a part of the 
record. 

But we will finish tomorrow, this phase of our investigation. The 
investigation will continue beyond tomorrow with a staff not quite as 
large as we have at the moment, but it will be continued, and while 
we are going to close the hearings, tomorrow^, I don’t want anyone 
to feel that that means we are not going to hold other hearings between 
now and next February 1, because we possibly will. 

I would like to call the press’ attention to one thing and that is 
that you refei* to this as a subcommittee and it is not a subcommittee. 
It is the full committee. Maybe there will only be one or two of us 
here. 

Does anyone know any good I'eason why we should not recess now ? 

Very well, we will recess until 10 o’clock in the moniing. 

(Whereupon, at 3:15 p. m,, hearing in the above matter was 
recessed.) 
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FRIDAY, OCTOBER 8, 1954 

• United States Senate, 

Banking and Currency Committee, 

W ashingto7i^ D. G. 

The committee met, pursuant to recess, at 10:15 a. m. Senator 
Homer E. Capehart (chairman) presiding. 

Present : Senators Capehart and Beall. 

Also present William Simon, general counsel; T. T. Efenney, as- 
sistant general counsel ; and Clarence M. Dinkins, assistant counsel, 
PH A investigation. 

The Chairman. The committee will please come to order. The 
first witness will be Mr. McCormick, Richard McCormick. 

Are you representing him ? 

Mr. Racioppi. I repre.sent Mr. McCormick, yes. 

The Chairman. Is Mr. McCormick here? 

Mr. Racioppi. At the present time, he is ill. 

The Chairman. You just told us now for the first time at 10 min- 
utes after 10. 

Mr. Racioppi. Naturally, this is the first time I have seen you. 

Mr. Simon. Would you be sworn. Counsel ? 

The Chairman. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about 
to give will be the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth, so 
help you God ? 

TESTIMONY OP FRANCIS RACIOPPI, WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. Racioppi. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Thank you, sir. Will you please be seated, then ? 

Mr. Simon. AVhere is Mr. McCormick at this moment ? 

The Chairman. Will you give your full name and address ? 

Mr. R ^CI()PPI. My name is Francis Racioppi. 

Mr. Simon. Y ou are the attorney for Richard McCormick ? 

Mr. Racioppi. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Wlien did you last speak to Mr. McCormick ? 

Mr. R acioppi. At 9 p. 111 . yesterday evening. 

The Chairman. Nine p. m. last night ? 

Mr. Racioi*pi. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. AVhen was the last time before that you spoke to him ? 

Mr. Racioppi. At T2 o’clock on the Tuesday of these hearings. 

Mr. Simon. Twelve o’clock Tuesday? 

Mr. Racioppi. Yes. 

I he (hiAiRMAN. Of this week? 

Mr. Racioppi. Of this week. 
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Mr. Simon. Where was he when he spoke to you on Tuesday? 

Mr. Kacioppi. We had left these hearings and gone to the Army and 
Navy Club for lunch. 

Mr. Simon. W as he in good health then ? 

Mr. Kacioppi. No. sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was his trouble, then ? 

Mr. Kacioppi. Highly nervous. 

Mr. Simon. Because of his anticipated testimony, here? 

Mr. Kacioppi. He is under the doctor’s care and has been so, to my 
understanding from Dr. Perry, who is his physician ; he has been under 
the doctor’s care for the last 8 months for a sort of hypertension and 
some type of high blood pressure and I understand he lost 70 pounds 
during this period. 

Mr. Simon. Is that connected with the activities we want to ques- 
tion him about? 

Mr. Kacioppi. I have no idea what activity you want to question him 
about. 

The Chairman. Are you his attorney ? 

Mr., Kacioppi. Yes, I am. 

The Chairman. And you have no idea what we want to question 
him about ? 

Mr. Kacioppi. I had better correct that. 

I know of his activities, but I don’t know what you want to ques- 
tion him about. 

The Chairman. It is very clear to us what we want to question him 
about. 

Mr. Simon. When were you first told he was too ill to be here, today? 

Mr. Kacioppi. Oh, yesterday, I guess, about 

The Chairman. About what time? 

Mr. Kacioppi. Ten, or eleven o’clock yesterday. 

The Chairman. Why did you wait until 10 o’clock this morning? 

Mr. Kacioppi. Because I picked up the doctor’s certificate yester- 
day at about 4 : 30 p. m. 

The Chairman. Why didn’t you call us yesterday then, at 4:30? 

Mr. Kacioppi. I didn’t think the committee would be here at 4 : 30 
yesterday. 

Mr. Simon. We were here until at least 10 o’clock last night. 

What is the name of the doctor? 

Mr. Kacioppi. Dr. T. Tayloe Perry. 

Mr. Simon. How soon can you get the doctor here? 

Mr. Kacioppi. I can call the doctor on the phone, now. 

Mr. Simon. Would you do so and ask him to come right down ? 

Mr. Kacioppi. I will be delighted. 

Mr. Simon. Unless your client wishes to change his mind and come 
himself. 

Mr. Kacioppi. I will call the doctor now. 

The ChxMrman. You might as well understand, if he doesn’t come 
today, he is going to come tomorrow and if he doesn’t come tomorrow, 
he is going to come later, because he is the chief, key witness on this 
whole matter and frankly it doesn't look good to us. 

Mr. Kacioppi. I might remind you, he has answered all other sub* 
penas to come before the committee. 

The Chairman. lie has been in executive session; otherwise we 

wouldn’f have liiin in public. 
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Mr. Racioppi. He was here Tuesday before you. His subpena read 
for Tuesday. 

The Chairman. He was here on Tuesday and I read the list and told 
him he would be called on Friday. 

Mr. Racioppi. I was with him and we left at that time. 

The Chairman. And at that time he was notified he would be called 
on Friday? , ^ 

Mr. Racioppi. That is right. Well, we were here Tuesday. 

The Chairman. Of course you were here Tuesday. 

Mr. Racioppi. I shall call the doctor. 

The Chairman. I have had some telephone calls myself on this 
whole case, I don’t mind telling you, and I am more suspicious than 
•ever after I have had these telephone calls. They can’t put pressure 
on me to keep me from calling these gentlemen, I will tell you that. 
You might as well know it. That is what makes me very suspicious 
-of this whole thing. 

Is Mr. Crump present? Is his lawyer present ? 

Mr. Crump? 

We are not going to call him as a witness this morning. All I 
wanted to say is, I understand his father is very, very seriously ill, 
and in this case it will not be necessary to call Mr. Crump. 

We will get the same information from Mr. Kornman, of the Shelby 
Construction Co. 

Mr. Crump. We appreciate that consideration. 

The Chairman. If we find we need more information from IMr. 
CrunijD — and it is direct information we want from him, anywav — we 
ivill call him later. 

^ I might say that Crump’s connection with Shelby Construction Co. 
IS purely that of the mortgage banker, anyway, and it is just indirect 
testimony — I don’t mean indirect; I mean they didn't own any part 
of the Shelby Construction Co. 

Now, our next witness, then, will be Mr. Stark and Mr. Bart. If 
you will, please, come forward. 

The Chairman. Which is Mr. Bart? 

You are Mr. Bart and you are Mr. Stark ? 

Will you both be sworn, please ? 

Do you and each of you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
tnith, so help you God? 

testimony of albert stark and harry BART, DRUM CASTLE 

apartments, BALTIMORE, MD., ETC., ACCOMPANIED BY PAUL 
BERMAN, COUNSEL, AND BENJAMIN BRILLIANT, ACCOUNTANT 

Mr. Bart. I do. 

Mr. Stark. I do. 

The Chairman. You are the attorney ? 

Mr. Berman. Paul Berman, Baltimore, Md, 

Chairman. You are representing who? 

Mr* Berman. Mr. Bart and Mr. Stark. 

Ihe Chairman. You wish to make a statement? 

I J chairman if he read the letter 

* leiL Here Tuesday ? 
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The Chairman. That was the letter that you left in wliich you said 
that these gentlemen should not be called because they were under 
indictment at the moment ? 

Mr. Berman. That is correct. 

The Chairman. We appreciate that and the questions we are going 
to ask them will in no way interfere with the indictment. 

Mr. Berman. Except the publicity, which you can’t control, I un- 
derstand. 

The Chairman. We can’t control the piiblicity of the prospective 
indictment and neither can we control publicity in connection with 
this matter. 

Mr. Berman. Except the fact I think that they have to stand trial 
in Baltimore which will almost prevent them from ever obtaining a 
fair trial as a result of being called to testify publicly. 

The Chairman. Well, we want to talk entirely about the mort- 
gaging out and it has no connection, as I understand it, with the 
indictment ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Berman. I pointed out in the letter the reason for our protest 
to being called publicly at this time, and I also pointed out that this 
committee had their testimony in executive session, where they testi- 
fied fully. 

The Chairman. Let me say this: 

We never have a public witness until we have had them in executive 
session, and get an opportunity to make certain that we are not put- 
ting somebody on in public, who ought not to be. 

Mr. Berman. Well, I just want the record to show that we entered 
our protest. 

The Chairman. The record will show that you objected to our 
questioning these gentlemen and that in spite of your objection, we 
proceeded. 

Mr. Berman. And I would like the letter which I left with the 
committee to be made a part of the record. 

Mr. Simon. I think the record should also show. Counsel, that it 
was you and not me, who first brought up the fact that they were 
under indictment. 

Mr. Berman. I think that is true. There is no doubt about that. 

The Chairman. Without objection, we will make the letter a part 
of the record. It seems to be in the office, and will you make certain, 
Mr. Reporter, that you have it included in the record, here at this 
point. 

(The information referred to follows:) 

October 4, 1954. 

Hon. Homer E. Capehart, 

Chairman, Senate Banking and Currency Committee, 

United Staten Senate, Senate Offt.ee JBuilding, Washington, D. G. 

Dear Senator Tapehart: We receivefl siibpenns reniiirinff us to appear 
before your committee on Wednesday, October 6, 1954, and subsequently, we alw 
received subpenas requiring us to appear before your committee on October 5, 
1954. . 

Before we are called on to testify, we desire to call your committee attention 
to indictments pending against us in the United States District Court for tlie 
District of Maryland. In these indictments which were filed November 24, 195s, 
we are each charged in two counts with making certain false statements to 
special agents of the Federal Bureau of Investigation in connection vlth ^ 
alleged investigation of the conduct of oflicers and employees of the United 
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states employed in the Baltimore insuring office of the Federal Housing Ad- 
ministration. We hereto attach copies of said indictments. 

We desire to enter our protest to being called to testify before the committee 
at this time and we respectfully request that the committee excuse us from 
testifying until after the indictments against us are disposed of, at which time 
we shall be happy to appear and cooperate in the answering of questions which 
this committee may put to us. We expect to be brought to trial in the near future 
because in a hearing on Septeml?er 10, 1954, in a related case in the Thiited 
States District Court for the District of Maryland the United States Attorney 
stated that the Government desires to bring these cases to trial this fall. 

The Baltimore papers have already carried a number of front-page articles 
stating that we have hoen called to te.stify before this committee which articles 
not only mention us together with another builder who it is stated received a 
so-called windfall of over $1 million, but al.so distinctly refer to the fact that 
we are under indictment charged with “lying to agents of the Federal Bureau of 
i;nvestigation.” 

We feel that the nationwide publicity already given to this investigation of the 
FH.\ by this committee has seriously prejudiced our cases and if we are called 
upon to testify by this committee at this time, the publicity will serve no other 
purpose than to further prejudice our rights to a fair and impartial trial of the 
charges pending against us and cause us serious and irreparable damage. 

We further also respectfully point out that our testimony is not indispensable 
because w(' have already testified under oath at an executive session before 
Messrs. Hogue, Kenney, and Murphy of your committee’s staff, on August 
13, r.>.“)4, at which we gave them all the information which they cailed for. You 
also lmv(‘ had access to our income-tax returns from which you can develop a 
full picture of our finances. 

As you will nd doubt recall the United States Court of Appeals for the First 
Circuit in the case of Dchnicy v. United States (199 F. 2d 107), decidtHi October 
10, 15)."2, clearly and emphatically pointed out the prejudice and injustice which 
is caused to a defendant awaiting trial by the publicity given to an investigation 
of a congressional committee. 

Chief Judge Magruder, in the opinion in that case, in discussing the difficulties 
that a defendant would have in obtaining a fair trial, after he had been given 
widespread publicity as a result of hearings held before a congressional commit- 
tee, said : 

“One cannot assume that the average juror is so endowed with a sen.se of 
detachment, so clear in his introspective perception of his own mental processes, 
that he may confidently exclude even the unconscious influence of his precoucep- 
tious as to probable guilt, engendered by a pervasive pretrial publicity. This is 
particularly true iu the determination of issues involving (he credibility of wit- 
nesses.” 

To require us to testify at this time would also violate our fundamental rights 
guarantcH^d to us by the sixth amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
which guarantees to every citizen a fair and impartial trial. 

Respectfully yours, 


Harry Bart. 
Albert Stark. 


IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF 

MARYLAND 


United States of America v. Albert Stark 


Criminal No. 22813 


Knowingly and willfully making false statements in connection with matters 
within the jurisdiction of an agency of the United States (U. S. C., title 18, 
sec. 1001) 


The grand jury for the district of Maryland charges : 

December 1952, at Baltimore, in the State and district 
pr Maryland, Albert Stark, the defendant herein, a building contractor engaged 
in the business of constructing numerous apartment houses and other housing 
acconimodatioiis as a joint and common venture with one Harry Bart under 
anous coriiorate names, including United Contractors, Inc., from prior to May 7. 
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1949, to and after December 6, 1952, said construction projects being financed by 
means of mortgages insured by the Federal Housing Administration and subject 
to continuing Federal Housing Administration inspection during the period of 
construction to verify that said construction was in compliance with Federal 
Housing Administration approved plans and specifications, having taken an oath 
before Lindian J. Swaim and E. Lawrence Hyland, special agents of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, officers lawfully detailed by the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation to investigate irregularities and misconduct of officers and em- 
ployees of the United States employed in the Baltimore insuring office of the 
Federal Housing Administration, and lawfully detailed to investigate frauds 
on, and attempts to defraud, the Government in the functioning of the Maryland 
offices, employees, and officers of the Federal Housing Administration, matters 
within the jurisdicion of the Federal Bureau i;f Investigation, an agency of die 
United States, that he, the said Albert Stark would state and declare tialy, 
the said Albert Stark did knowingly and willfully make a false and fictitious 
statement material to the said investigation, to wit : that he, the said Albert Stark 
had never made any payment of money nor had he given anything of value to 
any employee or official of the Federal Housing Administration for any reason 
whatsoever, except that he had purchased some kitchen cabinets for one .T. Ham- 
ilton Walker, Chief Architect, Baltimore Insuring Office, Federal Housing 
Administration, for which cabinets the said J. Hamilton Walker had subse- 
quently paid him, the said Albert Stark, in full ; and further, that he had no 
knowledge of anyone else making payments or giving things of value to Federal 
Housing Administration employees or officials for which there had been no 
reimbursements, whereas in fact said statement was false and fictitious and then 
known to the said Albert Stark to be false and fictitious. 

SECOND COUNT 

And the grand jury for the district of Maryland further charges : 

That on the 6th day of December 1952, at Baltimore, in the State and district 
of Maryland, Albert Stark, the defendant herein, a building contractor engaged 
in the business of constructing numerous apartment houses and other housing 
accommodations as a joint and common venture with one Hariy Bart under 
various corporate names, including United C'ontractors, Inc., from prior to May 7, 
1949, to and after December 6, 1952, said construction projects being financed by 
means of mortgages insured by the Federal Housing Administration and subject 
to continuing Federal Housing Administration inspection during the pern d of 
construction to verify that said construction was in compliance wdth Federal 
Housing Administration approved plans and specifications, having taken an oath 
before Lindian J. Swaim and E. Lawrence Hyland, siiecial agents of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, officers lawfully detailed by the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation to investigate irregularities and misconduct of officei'S and em- 
ployees of the United States employed in the Baltimore insuring office of the 
Federal Housing Administration, and lawfully detailed to investigate frauds 
on, and attempts to defraud, the Government in the functioning of the Maryland 
offices, employees, and officers of the Federal Housing Administration, matters 
within the jurisdiction of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, an agency of the 
United States, that he, the said Albert Stark wmuld state and declare ti^ly. 
the said Albert Stark did knowingly and willfully make a false and fictitious 
statement material to the said investigation, to wit: that he knew one Harry 
House, a Federal Housing Administration inspector, but bad no knowledge 
of the sum of $500, or any sum of money, ever having been paid to the said 
Harry House by anyone, aud that he had no knowledge of the return by mail 
by the said Harry House of the sum of $500 in cash to one Harry Bart, or to 
himself, the said Albert Stark, or to United Contractors, Inc., Baltimore, Md., 
whereas in fact said statement was false and fictitious and then known to the 
said Albert Stark to he false and fictitious. 


United States Attomey. 

A true bill. 


Foreman. 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF 

MARYLAND 

United States of America v. Harry Bart • 

Criminal No. 22814 

Knowingly and willfully making false statements in connection with matters 
within the jurisdiction of an agency of the United States (U. S. C. title 18, 
sec. 1001 ) . 

The grand jury for the district of Maryland charges : 

That on the 6th day of December 1952, at Baltimore, in the State and district 
of Maryland, Harry Bart, the defendant herein, a building contractor engaged 
in the business of constructing a number of apartment houses and other housing 
accommodations as a joint and common venture with one Albert Stark under 
various corporate names, including United Contractors, Inc., from prior to May 
7, 1949, to and after December 6, 1952, said construction projects being financed 
by means of mortgages insured by the Federal Housing Administration and sub- 
ject to continuing Federal Housing Administration inspection during the period 
of con.struction to verify tliat said construction was in compliance with Federal 
Housing Administration approved plans and specifications, having taken an oath 
before Lindian J. Swaim and E. Lawrence Hyland, special agents of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, officers lawfully detailed by the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation to investigate irregularities and misconduct of officers and em- 
ployees of the United States employed in the Baltimore insuring office of the 
Federal Housing Administration, and lawfully detailed to investigate frauds on, 
and attempts to defraud the Government in the functioning of the Maryland 
offices, employees and officers of the Federal Housing Administration, matters 
within the jurisdiction of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, an agency of the 
United States, that he, the said Harry Bart would state and declare truly, the 
said Harry Bart did knowingly and willfully make a false and fictitious statement 
material to the said investigation, to wit: That he, the said Harry Bart had neviw 
given nor paid any money to any employee or official of the Federal Housing 
Administration at any time, for any reason whatsoever, whereas in fact said 
statement was false and fictitious and then known to the said Harry Bart to be 
false and fictitious. 

SECOND COUNT 

And the grand jury for the district of Maryland further charges : 

That on the (>th day of December 1952, at Baltimore, in the State and district 
of Maryland, Harry Bart, the defendant herein, a building contractor engaged in 
the business of constructing a number of apartment houses and other housing 
accommodations as a joint and common venture with one Albert Stark under 
various corporate names, including United Contractors, Inc., from prior to May 
7, 1949, to and after December 6, 1952, said construction projects being financed 
by means of mortgages insured by the Federal Housing Administration and sub- 
ject to continuing Federal Housing Administration inspection during the period 
of construction to verify that said construction was in compliance with Federal 
Housing Administration approved plans and specifications, having taken on oath 
before Lindian J. Swaim and E. Lawrence Hyland, special agents of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, officers lawfully detailed by tlie Federal Bureau of 
Investigation to investigate irregularities and misconduct of officers and em- 
ployees of the United States employed in the Baltimore insuring office of tlie 
Federal Housing Administration, and lawfully detailed to investigate frauds on, 
and attempts to defraud the Government in the functioning of the Maryland 
offices, employees and officers of the Federal Housing Administration, matters 
within the jurisdiction of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, an agency of the 
United States, that he, the said Harry Bart would state and declare truly, the 
said Harry Bart did knowiugly and willfully make a false and fiictitious state- 
nient material to the said investigation, to wit : That he had never given the sum 
of $i)00, or any sum of money, to one Harry House, Federal Housing Administra- 
tion inspoctor, and that he had never received from the said Harry House the 
sum of •f.'jOO, whereas in fact said statement was false and fictitious and them 
known to the said Harry Bart to be false and fiicitious. 


, ^ United States Attorney. 

A true bill. 


•Foreman. 
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Mr. Simon. Mr. Stark, will you give the reporter your full name 
and address, please? 

M^. Stark. Albert Stark, 3603 Green Avenue, Baltimore, Md. 
Mr. Simon. Mr. Bart, will you give the reporter your full name 
and address ? 

Mr. Bart. Harry Bart, 6808 West Brook Road, Baltimore, Md. 
Mr. Simon. Mr. Bart, are you and Mr. Stai*k partners or stock- 
holders in the Drum Castle Apartments project? 

Mr. Bart. No; that is one job that Mr. Stark wasn’t in. 

Mr. Simon. Harry and Sarah Bart were stockliolders ? 

Mr. Bart. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat was the name of the corporation that owned that 
buildii^? 

Mr. Bart. The Drum Castle Apartments, Inc. 

Mr. Simon. IVhat was the capital stock ? 

Mr. Bart. $120,000. 

Mr. Simon. Who constructed the building? 

Mr. Bart. The Howard Contracting Co. 

Mr. Simon. Who owned tlie stock of Howard Contracting Co. ? 
Mr. Bart. The contracting company is owned by Harry and Sarah 
Bart. 

Mr. Simon. That is your wife? 

Mr. Bart. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What was the FHA mortgage commitment on Drum 
Castle Apartments? 

Mr. Bart. $2,121,600. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost of the land ? 

Mr. Bart. The cost of the land was $120,000. 

Mr. Simon. Who did you buy it from ? 

Mr. Bart. From the Walker family. 

Mr. Simon. And the Walker family owned the other half of the 
project? 

Mr. Bart, That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. What did they pay for the land? 

Mr. Bart. Well they owned the land. They put in as their half, 
the $60,000. 

Mr. Simon. I don’t follow you. 

Mr. Bart. They originally owned the land. The Howard Contract- 
ing Co. bought half interest for $60,000. 

Mr. Simon. How much did they pay for it? 

Mr. Bart. Howard? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. Bart. $60,000. 

Mr. Simon. I mean the Walkers. 

Mr. Bart. Well, they owned it for years. It was in their pos- 
session for years. 

Mr. Simon. How much did they pay for it? 

Mr. Bart. Well, they valued — do you mean originally what they 

paid for it? ' • -o 

Mr, Simon. When they bought it, how n)uch did they pay for it? 
Mr. Bart. It was in the family for probably .00 or 60 years. 

Mr. Si]^roN W’liat was the actual cost of construct ion of this project? 
Mr. Bai{T. ^1 1 0.41 1.65. 
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Mr. Simon. Did that include the cost of the land ? 

Mr. Bart. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. That includes all the cost? 

Mr. Bart. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. So that the total costs of the project were $202,188, less 
than the amount of the mortgage? 

Mr. Bart. That is correct. 

Ml’. Simon. Now, let me ask you, where is Drum Castle Apartments? 

Mr. Bart. Where is it located ? 

Walter Avenue and York Road. Part in the county, and part in the 
city. 

Mr. Simon. Baltimore, Md.? 

Mr. Bart. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. The next one is Park Raven Apartments? 

Mr. Berman. May I suggest that the Howard Contracting Co. built 
that as a contractor and paid an income tax on the profit they made. 

Might I call that to the committee’s attention ? 

Mr. Simon. There is no doubt but what that man and his wife own 
Howard Contracting Co. ; is there ? 

Mr. Berman. No doubt at all. 

The Chairman. But they made payment of normal income tax on 
the profit they made ? That specific operation ? 

Mr. Berman. Tliat is correct, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The next is Park Raven Apartments. Who owns the 
stock in that ? 

Mr. Bart. The Howard Constructing Co. 

Mr. Simon, Is that a wholly owned subsidiai’v of Howard Contract- 
ing Co. ? 

Mr. Bart. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. And you and your wife own the Howard Contracting 

I' 0. ? 


Mr. Bart. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. What was the amount of the FHA mortgage there? 

Mr. Bart. $2,041,200. 

Mr. Simon. Did Howard Contracting Co. br.ild the project? 

Mr. Bart. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. What was the cost? 

Mr. Bart. $1,942— $1,942,303.36. 

Mr. Simon. Was that the actual cost? 

Mr. Bart. That was the actual cost. 

Mr. Simon. And that was $98,800 less than the amount of the mort- 

\ gagp? 

Mr. Bart. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Did that include a profit to you on the acquisition of 
the land ? 

Mr. Bart. I didn’t hear that. 

Mr. Simon. Did that include a profit to vou on the acquisition of 
the land? 

Mr. Bart. Well, no. The land is in the cost. 

Mr. Simon. The land is in your cost? 

Mr. Bart. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Now, on that $98,000, did you file a consolidated in- 
return or did you pay income taxes on that? 

^ Mr. Bart. Consolidated income-tax return. 



3598 


FHA INVESTIGATION 


Mr. Simon. And you paid no income taxes on that $98,000 ; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Bakt. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. The third project is Seaton Heights? 

Mr. Bart. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Forgive me. Where is Park Kaven Apartments? 

Mr. Bart. The 5400 block Hillen Road, Baltimore, Md. 

Mr. Simon. And the third one is Seaton Heights and where is it 
located ? 

Mr. Bart. At Liberty Heights and Rogers Avenue, Baltimore, Md. 
Mr. Simon. Who owns the stock of that company ? 

Mr. Bart. Seaton contractors. 

Mr. Simon. And who owns the stock of Seaton contractors? 

Mr. Bart. Albert Stark and his wife, and myself and my wife. 
Mr. Simon. What was the amount of the FHA mortgage? 

Mr. Bart. $1,540,000. 

Mr. Simon. What was the actual cost of construction ? 

Mr. Bart. $1,538— $1,537,284.37. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Stark, doesn’t that include $44,000 that you pay 
yourself? 

Mr. Stark. In salaries ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. So that of the $1,537, you gave us $44,000 you actually 
paid yourself? 

Mr. Stark. As salary. 

Mr. Simon. So your net costs were $1,493,000; is that right? 

Mr. Stark. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. The cost you paid to others? 

Mr. Stark. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Was there a premium on that mortgage? 

Mr. Stark. Yes. We got 2 percent. We are getting it. We haven’t 
actually got that. We get it in installments. 

Mr. Simon. That would be another $30,000: is that rig^lit? 

Mr. Stark. No, that is included in this. Well, part of it is in- 
cluded, I know ; because we have gotten some. 

Mr. Simon. Is that which you have received, included? 

Mr. Bart. We get it in installments. 

Mr. Simon. Is that which you have already received included as a 
reduction in costs? 

Mr. Stark. The auditor says, “Yes.” 

Mr. Berman. The auditor advises us that that is included. 

Mr. Simon. How about Drum Castle and Park Raven ; were there 
premiums, there? 

Mr. Bart. In Park Raven I think there was. But that premium 
incidentally, is included in the $98,000. 

Mr, Simon. All the premiums you got are included as reductions 

in cost ; is that right ? 

Mr. Bart. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. The next is, Cross Country Apartments. Who owns the 

stock in that company ? 

Mr. Bart. United Contractors, Inc. 

Mr. Simon. Wio owns the stock in United Contractors ? 

Mr. Bart. The Stark and Bart families. 

IVl I* Si :\ roN. W1 ) ere i s the Cros.s Cou n try A partm e n ts ? 
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Mr. Bart. It is on Cross Country Boulevard, in Clark's Lane in a 
settlement called Falstaff. 

Mr. Simon. Is the capital stock of Cross Country Apartments 
$3,000? > • 

Mr. Bart. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. And the capital stock of Seaton Apartments was $2,500 ? 
Mr. Bart. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. You and Mr. Stark own the stock of United Con- 
tractors ? 

Mr. Bart. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. What was the amount of the FHA mortga^^e tliere? 

Mr. Bart. $3,332,800. 

Mr. Simon. What was tlie actual cost of construction ? 

Mr. Bart. $2,196,172.74. 

Mr. Simon. Does that include $35,000 you paid yourselves? 

Mr. Bart. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Excluding the $35,000 you paid yourselves, are the 
mortgage proceeds $171,000 more than the cost ? 

Mr. Bart. If you add $79,627.26 ; yes. 

Mr. Simon. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Bart. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Was there a mortgage premium included there? 

Mr. Bart. No mortgage premium. 

Mr. Simon. There agafn I take it you filed a consolidated income- 
tax return ? 

Mr. Bart. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And you paid no income taxes on the $136,000 ? 

Mr. Bart. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. You had two Wherry Act projects at the Amiy Chem- 
ical Center at Edgewood, Md. ? 

Mr. Bart. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. That is known as Hartford Manor Apartments 1 and 2 ? 
Mr. Bart. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. Who owns the stock in those companies ? 

Mr. Bart. The United Contractoi’s owns the stock in Hartford 
Manor No. 1. 

Mr. Simon. Who owns the stock in No. 2 ? 

Mr. Bart, Edgewood Contractors, Inc. 

Mr. Simon. You and Mr. Bart own the stock in United? 

Mr. Bart. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. And who owns the stock in Edgewood ? 

Mr. Bart. The same thing. 

Mr. Simon. The same people? 

Mr. Bart. That is right. 

. Mr. Simon. What was the total amount of the mortgage in the two 
.lobs? 

Mr. Bart. In No. 1, the mortgage was $2,057,400. 

Mr. Simon. And what was the mortgage in No. 2? 

Mr. Bart. $2,456,700. ‘ 

Mr. Simon. My figures on the mortgage on both show $5,511,000. 
ils that wrong? 

Mr. Bart. 'The first is $2,574,000 and the second one is $2,456,700. 
Mr. Simon. $2,500,000 is the first one? 
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Mr. Bart. $2,456,700, on the second one. 

Mr. Simon. And the first one. 

Mr. Bart. $2,057,400. 

Mr. Simon. So the total mortgage on both is $4,511,000? 

Mr. Bart. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Is that right ? 

Mr. Bart. $14,100. 

Mr. Simon. $4,514,000? 

Mr. Bart. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Is that on Government land ? 

Mr. Bart. Government -owned land ; that is right. 

Mr. Simon. And how many years’ lease is it? 

Mr. Bart. 76. 

JVir. Simon. How much is the annual rental? 

Mr. Bart. On one it is $305 and one is $100. 

Mr. Simon. So the annual rental is $405 a year? 

Mr. Bart. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What were the actual construction costs? 

Mr. Bart. On No. 1, $1,724,650.66. 

Mr. Simon. No. 2? 

Mr. Bart. No. 2 is $2,242,883. 

Mr. Simon. The total cost, $3,966,000 ? And that is $546,500 less 
than the amount of the mortgage ? 

Mr. Bart. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Did you file a consolidated income-tax return there? 
Mr. Bart. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. And you didn’t pay any income taxes on that? 

Mr. Bart. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. In the five projects, the difference between the mortgage 
proceeds — excuse me. You also paid yourselves $75,000 in salaries 
in the Hartford Manor Apartments project ; didn’t you ? 

Mr. Bart. That is right. Mr. Simon, is that on Nos. 1 and 2 ? 

Mr. Simon. I would have to ask you. Is that on both of them? 
Mr. Stark. Do you have that transcript? It is in the executive 
session transcript. 

Mr. Benjamin Brilliant. It should be $85,000. 

Mr. Simon. In the five projects your total costs were $1,115,000 
less than the amount of the mortgage ; is that right? 

Mr. Benjamin Brilliant. That is about right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And that is excluding the salaries ? 

Mr. Benjamin Brilliant. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. And you paid income taxes on the salaries and profits 
in Drum Castle, which total alx)ut $325,000 and you did not pay 
income taxes on the remainder which totals about $790,000 ? 

Mr. Bart. On that Drum Castle, on that $202,000, taxes have been 
paid on that. 

Mr. Simon. I just said that. I said you have paid income taxes on 
the Drum Castle and the salaries and profits which total $325,000, 
and you did not pay income taxes on the remainder which totals 
approximately $790,000. Is that correct? 

Mr. Stark. That is right. It hasn’t been distributed yet. 

Mr. Simon. No income taxas have been paid on that ? 

Mr. Bart. Only on the salaries. 
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Hr. Simon. No income taxes have been paid on the $790,000, is 
that ri^jht? 

Mr. Bart. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Stark, have you ever paid any money to any FHA 
officials'^ 

Mr. Berman. Now, just one moment, Mr. Simon. You assured 


Mr. Simon. I have asked him only if he ever paid any money to 
am f FHA officials. 

Mr. Berman. Now, you assui'ed us that you would not go into that 
situation. 


Mr. Simon. I did not, sir. 

Mr. Berman. That is exactly one of the things we are under in- 
dictment — 

Mr. Simon. That is not my undei'standing of what the indictment 
says. 

Mr. Berman. Well, I supplied you with a copy of the indictment. 

Mr. Simon. The indictment says that it is for making false state- 
ments to an FBI agent. 

Mr. Berman. In regard to paying money to FHA officials. 

Now, how can you distinguish between that ( 

The CTiairman. Well, you refuse to answer ? 

Mr. Berman. Well, according to what the chairman told us, you 
wouldn’t even ask us about that, you wouldn't go into that. 

Mr. Simon. We are not going into the matter of whether they made 
false statements to an FBI agent. 

Mr. Berman. Mr. Simon, how can you draw a distinction there ( 

The Chairman. What is your position now ? 

Mr. Berman. Tlie indictment charges us with making false state- 
ments to an FBI agent in regard to the question of making payments 
to employees or officials of the FHA. Now, that is what we are 
indicted under. You told us definitely you wouldn't go into anything 
that was covered by the indictment. 

Mr. Simon. The indictment covers making false statements to the 
FBI and we do not intend to ask him whether they made false state- 
ments to the FBI. 


Mr. Berman. Mr. Simon, you are just playing with us. You are 
not being frank with us at all. I have a copy of the indictment. 

Mr. Simon. Is there any doubt that the indictment charges makino- 
false statements to the FBI? Isn’t that what it charges? ^ 

Mr. Berman. What difference does that make? The false state- 
ment is supposed to have been in relation to whether we made any 
payments to officers or employees of the FHA. 

The answer is ‘‘No.” 

Mr. Simon. Let the man make the answer under oath. 

. Mr. Berman. Now, I am their attorney, Mr. Simon, and here is the 
indictment. 


Mr. Simon. As a matter of fact. Counsel, you have now made it 
mandatory that they answer because you can't have the benefit of 
orally that the answer is “No.” 

Mr. Berman. You have just misstated the indictment. You have 
onty stated part of it. 

Mr Simon. Did I hear you say that the answer to tlie question 
^ould be “No” ? Did I hear you say that ? 
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Mr. Berman. The answer to the question is “No,” that we are not 
charged only with making false statements ; no, no ; I am not answer- 
ing the question. Of course not. The answer to your question, 
Are we only charged with making false statements to the FBI 
is “No.” ’ 

That is only part of it. The indictment is attached to the letter. 

Here is the indictment. 

The Chairman. You may read it. 

Mr. Berman [reading] : 

That on December 6, 1952, agents of the FBI, in conducting an investigation 
relative to irregularities and misconduct of oflScers and employees of the United 
States employed in the Baltimore insuring office of the FHA and lawfully detailed 
to investigate frauds and attempts to defraud the Government in the functioning 
of the Maryland office, employees, and officers of the Federal Housing Admin- 
istration, matters within the jurisdiction of the FBI, an agency of the United 
States, Mr. Bart stated under oath that he would state and declare truly that 
said Harry Bart did knowingly and willfully make a false and fictitious state- 
ment material to the investigation. 

And here is what we are indicted under, that we made a false and 
fictitious statement to the FBI, to wit : 

That he, the said Harry Bart, had never given or paid any money to any 
employee or official of the Federal Housing Administration at any time, for any 
reason whatsoever, whereas in fact said statement was false and fictitious, 
and, then known to said Harry Bart to be false and fictitious. 

The Chairman. Is it your contention to answer the question “Yes” 
or “No” will prejudice your constitutional rights before the grand 
jury? Is it a grand jury? You have already been indicted. 

Mr. Berman. We are already indicted. 

The Chairman. It will prejudice your case before the courts? 

Mr. Berman. Yes, Mr. Chairman. And definitely so. And we 
were assured by Mr. Simon and by the chairman, Tuesday, that you 
would not go into anything touching on the matter in which we have 
been indicted. The fact that it was a false statement to the FBI 
isn’t the gist of the indictment. The gist of the indictment is the “to 
wit,” that we said we never made any payments to any agent, or any 
employee of the FHA. 

Mr. Simon. Well, you know as a lawyer that they are not charged 
with bribing an FHA official, and you know why they aren’t charged 
with that. The only charge that can be made over there is the false 
statement charge and that is the only pending charge. 

Mr. Berman. Relating to what subject? Now, it is not a false 
statement. The important thing is the subject that the false state- 
ment relates to and that is exactly the question that you have asked. 

The Chairman. Your clients would prefer not to answer the ques- 
tion? 

Mr. Berman. I would suggest, Mr. Chairman, that it is highly im- 
proper to ask them the question at this time, publicly, and I would have 
to advise them not to answer. 

Mr. Simon. That is their privilege. They can take the fifth amend- 
ment and not answer if 'they wish. They have that constitutional 
right. 

The CiiAiRAiAN. For having made a false statement as to whether 
you did or did not bribe an FHA official. 

If there are no further questions, we thank you, sir. 
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Mr. Berman. At the executive session we went into that and they 
treated us extremely fairly. They said we didn’t have to take the 
fifth amendment, that they understood the situation and they 
wouldn’t go into it, and I can tell you, I was assured openly right in 
this room that that would not be gone into. They don’t want to have 
to take the fifth amendment. They shouldn’t be put in that position. 
Not only does this hearing prejudice them to their rights to a fair trial, 
through all this publicity — which as I. say you are not responsible 
for— but if you now try to force us to take the fifth amendment, look 
how much more seriously we will be prejudiced. 

The Chairman. Very well, the Chair rules that you need not answer 
the question. 

Are there any other questions ? 

Senator Beall. Mr. Chairman, are we going to withdraw the ques- 
tion? 

Mr. Simon. The chairman has ruled he doesn’t have to answer it. 

The Chairman. I have just ruled you do not have to answer the 
question, that is all, due to the fact that you are under indictment 
as you say, Mr. Counsel, for already having made a false statement 
as to whether you did or did not 

Mr. Berman. It is alleged that that is the case. 

Mr. Arthur M. Chaite. 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? 

TESTIMONY OF ARTHUR M. CHAITE, WASHINGTON, D. C.— Resumed 

Mr. Chaite. I do. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Chaite, have you brought with you all of your in- 
formation to show all of the checks that you received from Woodner, 
or any of his companies ? 

Mr. Chaite. I only brought with me the same things I had when 
I left here Wednesday afternoon. 

Mr. Simon. Is that all the information in your possession, custody, 
or control, relating to checks you received from the Woodners? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. You have been subpenaed, Mr. Chaite, to produce all 
those books. Have you complied with the subpena? 

Mr. CiiAiTO. I haven’t been subpenaed to bring any books related 
to this. 

Mr. Simon. You haven’t? 

Mr. Chaite. No. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Chairman, may I ask that this witness be sub- 
penaed to produce every book and record that he has in his possession, 
custody, or control, 1 ‘elating to the checfe he received from the 
Woodners? 

The Chairman. We so order you to produce those records. 

Mr. Simon. How soon can you bring them here? 

Mr. Chaite. Well, all I have to do is go back to my office and get 
^^6cords and bring them back to you. 

Mr. Simon. We just want all the records which show the checks 
that you received from the Woodners. 

Mr. Chaite. All the records that I have? 

60690 — 54 — pt. 4 ^57 
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Mr. Simon. In your possession, custody, or control. 

Mr. Chaite. That is right. 

The Chairman. I was busy here with another matter. What was 
the question that brought forth this r^uest ? 

Mr. Simon. I asked him, Mr. Chairman, if he had all the infor- 
mation with respect to all the checks that he received from the Woo4 
ners, and his answer was in substance, all that he could recollect, or 
something like that. 

The Chairman. We called him back here today primarily to see 
whether a signature on a specific check was a forgery or not. He 
testified day before yesterday that he had no knowledge of receiving 
$5,965 check and if his name was signed to the back of it, the infer- 
ence was that it might well be a forgery. 

Mr. Chaite. All I said was that I didn’t recollect that check, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. Simon. Also he testified that he had received a total of $66,000 
in checks from the Woodners, and I hold in my hand checks made 
out to his order and purporting to have his endorsement in an amount 
- very substantially in excess of that amount and therefore it seems to 
me pertinent to have his records to show whether he got this money. 

The Chairman. Would you want at this time to show him those 
checks and let him say whether or not the signatures on the backs are 
his signatures ? 

Mr. Chaite. Well, Mr. Chairman, may I have a minute, please, sir, 
with you ? 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. Chaite. You will remember on Wednesday afternoon you asked 
me to search my memory with reference to two checks which Mr. 
Simon read off and said that I had either received, or that they were 
charged to my accoimt, or words to that effect. 

I did so search my memory and could find nothing definite in there 
to recollect the exact amount of those checks that Mr. Simon asked 
me about. 

Much to my chagrin and embarrassment, a reporter from the 
Evening Star called me yesterday afternoon and asked me if I had 
heard that Mr. Simon had advised the press that in addition to the 
checks that we were discussing, they have discovered in the Woocber 
records another large amount oi checks which we had not even brought 
up or mentioned in this thing. 

The Chairman. Let me say this, that if the Evening Star man told 
you that, he overheard the conversation between Mr. Simon and my- 
self sitting at this desk after you finished, when we were going through 
those checks and I was looking at them myself. 

Mr. Chaite. You can imagine my feeling. 

The Chairman. Whether ne did or whether he didn’t the fact re- 
mains that you got $108,000 from Woodner and you testified you only 
got $66,000 and we are going to show you these checks and ask you 
whether or not you got tinem or whether you didn’t. You either per- 
jured yourself the other "day or you are going to do it here in a fe^ 
minutes when we show you these checks. 

Mr. Chaite. That is the reason I would like to take a minute to 
explain this thing to you so there will be no question of perjury because 
1 don’t want to get involved in any question of periury on this. 

The Chairman. Wliy don’t you just give us the facts ? 
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Mr. Chaite. I will tell you right now. 

The Chairman. We have had you in executive session, I think at 
leastr-I remember a week ago Saturday, I think it was, for a long 
time and this is about the third time that you have been before this 
committee. 

Now, it seems to me like you would have gotten all your Woodner 
checks together and brought them in here and tried to prove that you 
did or did not receive this money. 

Mr. Chaite. Senator, that is exactly what I want to tell you right 
now, because I don’t want any misconception of what I am trying to 
say to you, or what you are asking me — I am trying to help you in 
every way. I realize the importance — 7- 

Mr. Simon. Don’t tell us that, Mr. Chaite. 

Mr. Chaii'e. That is true. 

Ml'. Simon. Oh, no^ no. 

Mr. Chaite. Well, it is your opinion against mine. 

I have tried to answer all these questions. 

Mr. Simon. Answer the one question. Wliat is the total amount 
of money you got from Woodner 5 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know. 

The Chairman. Why don’t you know ? 

Mr. Chaite. Because there are things 

The Chairman. What do your records show that you received from 
him? 

Mr. Chaite. The records that I brought down here are exactly those 
that were picked out by your two investigators when they came to 
my office. 

The Chairman. You are going to put the responsibility now up to 
us to tell how much money you received from Woodner? 

Mr. Chaite. The responsibility — I will say this to you. Senator, 
that you know more about the status of the Woodner books and their 
accounting methods than I know. 

Ml’. Simon. But we don’t know how much money you got from 
Woodner, how much of it you kept, and how much you passed on to 
somebody else. 

Mr. Chaite. Well, I can say this to you, Mr. Simon, that all the 
records show is the income which I thought was earned by me which 
I deposited to my bank account and upon which I paid my income 
taxes. 

. Mr. Simon. Is what you are saying now that the checfe that were 
jffiued to you and which you cashed but which aren’t reflected on your 
books, represents moneys that you didn’t think you earned and on 
which you didn’t pay an income tax ? 

Mi\ Chaite. I am not saying I cashed any checks. I know nothing 
about any other accounting system. 

The Chairman. Why (fon’t we show him these $108,000 worth of 
checks and let him identify them and say he did or did not — ^that it 
^ or is not his smnature. 

Mr. Chaite. i will be glad to state that it is my signature if it is 
signature but I cannot at this time 

. ^he Chairman. It would be nice of you to state that it was your 
si^ature. 

Mr. Chaite. Thank you, Senator. I want to be nice all the time. 
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I cannot at this time without being given a chance to study the 
books over which I have no control 

Mr. Simon. We are not talking about the Woodner books, we are 
trying to find out how much money a fellow named Chaite got and 
you are the only living man who ought to know the answer to that 

Mr. Chaite. All I can tell you is this, if you will give me a chance 
to reconstruct all the checks that Woodner ’s books show were received 
by me, I guarantee you there will be no question about the fact that 
I received them or didn’t receive them, but I need a chance to see what 
it is all about. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Chaite, are you telling us that your financial deal- 
ings are in such large sums that you could lose $90,000 ? 

Mr. Chaite. Who said I lost $90,000 ? 

Mr. Simon. You told us under oath that all you can find is $66,000 
that you received from Woodner and we have $155,000 worth of checb 
payable to you. 

Mr, Chaite. I am sorry, Mr. Simon. All I said to you was that 
I have deposit slips totaling around $66,000, that I deposited those 
moneys to my account and paid my income taxes on that. 

Mr. Simon. Are you telling us that you did not receive an addi- 
tional $90,000 ? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know what I receive because the question is 1 
or 2 years of hectic work. 

Mr. Simon. Are you telling us your financial transactions are sucli 
that you could lose $90,000 ? 

Mr. Chaite. I never lost $90,000. I am not saying that at all, Mr. 
Simon. I am just asking you to give me a chance to look over those 
things which you say 

The Chairman. Well, let’s see if he recognizes the signatures ontlie 
back of $155,000 worth of checks. 

Mr. Simon. You testified here under oath the other day that in 
1946, you received a $15,000 check from Woodner, in connection witli 
the Woodner Products Co., and that you returned the check to 
Woodner uncashed ; is that correct? 

Mr. Chaite. That was my recollection. 

Mr. Simon. Was that your testimony under oath here? 

Mr. Chaite. That was my recollection of that transaction. 

Mr. Simon. Was that your testimony under oath here? 

Mr. Chaite. My testimony was that that was my recollection. 

Mr. Simon. That was your testimony. 

Mr. Chaite. That was my recollection of it ; yes. 

Mr. Simon. I show you a check dated August 31, 1946, from Wood- 
ner to you for $15,000, which wms deposited in the Riggs Natioml 
Bank and cleared at the Federal Reserve Bank of Richmond, for 
$15,000, which was cashed and which purports to bear the endorse- 
ment 01 Arthur M. Chaite, and I ask you if that is your signature on it. 

Mr. Chaite. That is my signature. 

Mr. Simon. Did you cash that check? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Who got the proceeds of the check ? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know. , 

Mr. Simon. Do you still say under oath that you returned the cnecK 
to Mr. Woodiier without cashing it? 
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Mr. Chaite. That is best recollection of this transaction. 

Mr. Simon. Why did you endorse it? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know. 

The Chairman. Why was it cashed? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t Imow. 

Mr. Simon. There is no doubt from looking at the reverse side of 
the check, it was cashed ; is there? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know but it is not my bank. 

Mr. Simon. Is it your endorsement? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes ; it is my endorsement. 

Mr. Simon. You say under oath that you got no part of the proceeds 
of that check ? 

Mr. Chaite. To the best of my recollection I got no part of the 
proceeds of this check. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Chaite, you are a lawyer and I am certain are aware 
of perjury laws. AVhy do you insist on adding “to the best of my 
recollection”? 

Mr. Chaite. Because I don’t remember. 

Mr. SntoN. In other words, you are merely saying you don’t re- 
member whether you got it. 

Mr. Chaite. That is right. 

Mr. SnioN. If we prove it, 3^011 want to be clear of perjury on the 
gi'ounds that you merely said ,you didn’t remember? 

Mr. Chaite. Well, that is your statement and you stick with it. It 
is all right with me. 

Mr. iSiMON. Is that true? 

Mr. Chaite. I ignore that question completely. 

Mr. Simon. Let me ask you this about your memory. Have you 
been able to recall since we talked last, wliether Clyde Powell ever 
called you at home ? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir; I haven’t. 

Mr. Simon. You can’t recall whether he ever called you? 

Mr. (hiAiTE. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Have you ever heard of Clyde Powell ? 

Mr. Chaite. I certainly have. 

Mr. Simon. Did }’ou ever see him? 

Mr. Chaite. I certainly have. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know him ? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. In your whole life, did Clyde Powell ever call you at 
home? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know if he ever did. 

Mr. Simon. Did he call you five times in the year 1953, alone, at 
home? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t Imow whether he ever did. 

Mr. Simon. You exepect us to believe that? 

Mr. (hiATTE. I certainly do. 

Mr. Simon. I show you 3 checks dated in April and May 1946, from 
Woodner to you in the amounts of $500, $200, and $65, respectively, 
and ask you if they bear your endorsement. 

Mr. Chaite. Yes; they do. 

Mr. Simon. Did you receive the proceeds of those checks? 

Mr. Chaite. I have no recollection of these checks at this time. 
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Mr. Simon. Did you receive the proceeds of them? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. Is that your signature on the back? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. I show you a check dated February 7, 1947, in the 
amount of $1,250 and ask you if it bears your signature and whether 
you received the proceeds of that check ? 

Mr. Chaite. That is my signature and since it says “For Deposit 
Only” I would think that I did receive the proceeds of this check. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know whether you received the proceeds of 
tliose checks? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know. 

Mr.’ Simon. On April 6, 1946, the Seat Pleasant Bank issued la 
certified check dated April 5, 1946, for $5,000. A certified check. 
Woodner to Arthur M. Chaite. 

Did you receive that check ? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know, Mr. Simon. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t Imow? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. On September 1947, Woodner personally gave you a 
check to Arthur M. Chaite, for $5,000. I ask you whether it bears 
your endorsement and whether you received the proceeds of that 
check. 

Mr. Chaite. It bears my endorsement. 

Mr. Simon. Did you receive the proceeds of that check? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know, Mr. Simon. 

Mr. Simon. I show you a check dated January 15 — I am sorry- 
June 15, June 15, 1950. The Woodner Co. to you for $5,000. I ask 
you whether it bears your signature, your endorsement, and whether 
you received the proceeds of it. 

Mr. Chaite. Yes, sir, that check was received by me and I received 
the proceeds of that to deposit to my bank account. 

Mr. Simon. Will you hold that aside? 

The Chairman. Let me ask you a question, on this personal check 
that Mr. Woodner gave you on September 1, 1947, which you just 
testified has your signature on the back, but you have no recollection 
whether you got the money or not, do you have any idea what the 
check was for? 

Mr. Chaite. 1 am sorry. Senator, I have no idea. 

The Chairman. Do you think you got the money ? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t think so. 

The Chairman. But still it is your signature ? 

Mr. Chaite. It is. Senator, but as I say, if you will give me — - 

The Chairman. Did Woodner have a habit of making out checks 
to you and having you endorse them and turning them back to him 
and he securing the money and doing other things with it? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know that, Senator. 

The Chairman. Well, it looks that way; doesn’t it? 

Mr. Simon. Did you cash the check and give the proceeds to some- 
body else? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Are you absolutely certain of that ? 

Mr. Chaite. Oh, yes, sir. 
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Mr. Simon. That is the one thing you have a good memory on. 

Mr. CHArrn. I don’t give any of my money to anybody else. I 
have a very good memory on that. 

Mr. Simon. That wasn’t my question. You said you didn’t give 
any of your money but how about any of Woodner’s money? 

Mr. Chaite. Any of Woodner’s money? 

Mr. Simon. You didn’t give any of Woodner’s money to anybody 
else? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir, except in my duty of buying property or some- 
thing like that for the Woodner organization. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever give any of Woodner’s money to a man 
named Clyde L. Powell ? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You can’t recall whether you ever talked to him on the 
telephone at home ; is that right ? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir. AVliat worries you so much about those calls? 

The Chairman. Well, the fact that they actually happened but you 
can’t remember them worries us for one thing. 

Mr. Chaite. Senator, I don’t want to be contentious about it but 
how do you know it happened? You have a record from somebody 
tliat five calls were made to me? 

Mr. Simon. All I know is that the Wardman Park has records show- 
ing that they made the calls, that they charged Clyde Powell for the 
calls, and he paid the charge for the calls, and you tell us you can’t 
remember whether he ever called you in his whole life. 

Mr. Chaite. That is right, Mr. Simon. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever represent Woodner in the Chanute Field 
project? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Were you his lawyer there ? 

Mr. Chaite. I was of counsel. 

Mr. SnuoN. You denied that previously, didn’t you ? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t you testify under oath in executive session that 
you were not a lawyer in the Chanute case? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You are certain of that? 

Mr. Chaite. I am pretty certain of it. 

Mr. Simon. You are not willing to say you are certain of it? 

Mr. Chaite. I am not willing to say I am certain. 

Mr. Simon. I assure you the record shows to the contrary. 

Mr. CiiAms. There was no intention in any way to hide the fact that 
I was of counsel in that case. 

Mr. Simon. I show* you a check, dated August 29, 1952, for $2,500, 
payable to you, on the Chanute job, and I ask you if it bears your 
®^^rspuient and whether you got that money. 

Mr. Chaite. Yes, it bears my endoi’sement, and I got the money 
I ^tnmed the check to the Woodner Co. I returned my check to 
^“®Woodner Co. for the same amount. 

Mr. Simon. That check was returned, the proceeds were returned 
oe^use you weren’t entitled to the money. Isn’t that right? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t Imow why you would say a thing like that. 

Mr. Simon. Why did you return the money, then? 

-Mr. CiiAmra. Because it wasn’t enough. 
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Mr. Simon. Isn’t what happened that Woodner was milking some 
money out of Chaniite and he gave you and a half dozen other people 
checks out of Chanute for services that you didn’t render and you 
returned it to him ? 

Mr. Chaite. Why would he — I don’t know what lie would do about 
a thing like that ? 

Mr. Simon. Well, the record shows that at the same time you got 
this $2,500 check from Chanute, Mai*shall Grauj^er got an $8,000 check 
from Chanute, a lawyer in Washington named Gi’ossberg got a $10,000 
check from Chanute, and a Washington insurance agency got a $16,000 
check from Chanute, and all the moneys were returned to Woodner, 
and not Chanute. 

Mr. Chaite. Well, that is a surprise to me. All I can tell you is 
that I returned my own fee. 

Mr. Simon. And you returned it to Woodner and not to Chanute; 
isn’t that right? 

Mr. Chaite. I returned it to the Jonathan Woodner Co. 

Mr. Simon. That is right, but your money came from the Clianute 
Field escrow fund; didn’t it? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know anything about that. 

Mr. Simon. Where is the check? Will you look at the check and 
see if it didn’t come from the Chanute Field escrow account? 

The Chairman. Look, you say you knew nothing about that when 
you had the check in your hand just a minute ago and it said on the 
face of it that it came from there. 

Mr. Chaite. I only read the endorsement on the back. 

Mr. Simon. Will you look at it and see if it isn't a check out of 
escrow funds for the Chanute project ? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes; I see that now in small type over the signature. 

Mr. Simon. And as attorney to the project as you say they were, 
didn’t you know they got into trouble and the remaining funds were 
put into escrow ? 

Mr. Chaite. I was not attorney for the project. 

Mr. Simon. Did you know that funds of the Chanute job were put 
into escrow ? 

Mr. Chaite. (No response.) 

Mr. Simon. Kead what it sayte just above the signature. 

Mr. Chaite. I will be glad to. ^‘Special escrow deposit account." 

Mr. Simon. ‘‘Special escrow deposit account.” Is that riglit? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes. I am reading it. 

Mr. Simon. Go ahead. 

Mr. Chaite (reading) : 

For Chanute Gardens Corp. and Chanute Apartments Corp., FHA project. 

Signed by William H. Andrews. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know who he is ? 

Mr. Chaite. No; I never heard of him. 

Mr. Simon. But you got $2,500 out of the special escrow deposit in 
Chanute and you returned the money to the tJonathan Woodner Co.® 

Mr. CiTAm*]. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And that was prearranged; wasn’t it? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Why did you return it? 
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Mr. CHiVrrE. Because I didn't feel that I should take that money 
as being payment in full for the work that I did for them. 

Mr. Simon. Had you done any work for the escrow account ? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know any escrow agent. 

Mr. Simon. The man who signed the check. 

Mr. Chaite. No ; I didn’t do any work for him. 

Mr. Simon. Why didn’t you give the money back to the man who 
paid you ? 

Mr. Chaite. He didn’t send me the check, the check was sen! to 
me by the Jonathan Woodner Co. 

Mr. Simon. Tell us again who signed the check. 

Mr. Chaite. I read that off to you. I see that very well now, but 
this man or no esc*row agent or no special account or no one came 
and gave me a check for $2,500. 

Mr. Simon. Well, I assume the postman gave you the check. 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t recollect that. It may have been brought over 
by one of Woodner’s employees, 1 don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know whether it was ? 

Mr. Chaite. No, I don’t. 

Mr. SnviON. Then, how can you say that it was Woodner wdio gave 
you the check ? 

Mr. Chaite. Well 

Mr. Simon. I show you 14 checks in this group which are dated 
December 29, 1950, for $934; November 22, 1950, for $1,568; Sep- 
tember 7, 1950, for $1,000; September 6, 1950, for $1,500; July 14, 
1950 for $200; June 26, 1950, for $500; May 5, 1950, for $500; April 5, 
1950, for $500; March 20, 1950, for $1,000; February 21, 1951, for 
$809; January 26, 1950, for $500; January 12, 1950, for $500; Feb- 
ruary 13, 1950, for $5,000; and December 3i, 1952, for $649, and I ask 
you if each of those checks bears your endorsement, and if you re- 
ceived the proceeds of each of them ? 

Mr. Chaite. They all have my endorsement except one but since this 
says, “deposit to the account of Arthur M. Chaite,” I imagine my 
office handled that check. 

Mr. Simon. Have you seen the proceeds of each of those checks ? 

Mr. Chaite. I have no idea. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know who could have gotten them ? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You are satisfied, except for the one that was deposited 
to your account, that one you Imow you got the proceeds of. Is that 
right ? 

Mr. Ch vite. I would take that as a reaonable occurrence. 

Mr. Simon. On the others, do they all have your signature ? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Now, Mr. Chaite, you have testified to some 20 or 
25 checks that Woodner gave you, thai it was your endorsement on 
the back, and yet you cannot tell us whether or not you got the proceeds. 

Ml'* Cttattr. AYell, Senator 

Crr airman. Does that mean that you were in tlie habit, or 
that in part of the checks you received from Woodner that you did 
get the proceeds from other checks that you received from Woodner 
that you did not and you gave the proceeds back to him or to somebody 
else? Is that why you answer that you can’t remember whether vou 
M or did not ? 
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Mr. Chatte. No ; and I don’t want to create that impression with 
you, Senator. 

The Chairman. Then what is the reason that you can’t answer? 

Mr. Chaite. The reason is that I don’t know what these transactions 
were. I have no recollection. 

The Chairman. But you know it was your signature ? 

Mr. Chaite. Oh, yes. 

The Chairman. Well, now, does it mean, then, that Woodner was 
giving you checks and you were endorsing them and then giving the 
proceeds back to him ? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir; I don’t want to create that impression. 

The Chairman. Then, why can’t you remember? 

Mr. Chaite. I just can’t remember and I say to you. Senator — 

The Chairman. I can appreciate that you couldn’t remember what 
the specific check might be for, out of 20 or 25 checks, but you certainly 
ought to be able to remember whether or not you had an understanding 
Tvith Mr. Woodner that part of the checks or part of the moneys he 
paid you, you gave back to him, or gave it to somebody else at his 
request, and part of it you deposited in your own account, you ought 
to be able to remember that. • 

Mr. Chaite. Well, Senator, I think I have told Mr. Simon in 
answer to his question, that I never entered into any agreement to 
cash checks and give the money back to Mr. Woodner, or anybody 
else. You must remember in that time I traveled all over the coimtry 
and bought about $15 million worth of properties. My traveling 
status was such that I was away in Chicago, San Francisco, San 
Antonio, all over the country, at least 2 or 3 days out of each week 
On many of those trips, a lot of these checks which I can’t remember 
could be travel advances, travel reimbursements. 

The Chairman. Didn’t you keep any records or any books? 

Mr. Chaite. I have records and books. 

The Chairman. Then, is the answer that you did cash checks or 
did endorse checks and give the funds back to Mr. Woodner? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir; I don’t want to create that impression at 
all. 

The Chairman. Then what impression do you want to create! 

Mr. Chaite. That I just can’t remember the happenings of each 
of these individual checks. 

The Chairman. I know you can’t remember the happenings of each 
of the checks, I admit that. My point is, did you have an arrange- 
ment with Mr. Woodner whereby he would give you checks, you would 
endorse them, give him back the proceeds or give them to somebody 
else on part of the checks, and the balance of the checks that you would 
deposit to your own account? Do you have any such recollection! 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir. 

The Chairman. You do not? And yet you have no slightest idea 
as to why you would endorse checks and give them back to Mr. 
Woodner and he would — 

Mr. Chaite. I didn’t say I gave them back to Mr. Woodner; I say 
I have no memory as to the happenings in the case of each of these 
individual checks. 

The Chairman. Then, how about the total? We have handed 
you, now, 25 checks. In every instance you said you endorsed them* 
A few of them you said you deposited the money to your own account 
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The others you don’t know whether you got the money or whether 
you didn’t. 

Now, my point is, you must remember whether you had an arrange- 
ment with Mr. Woodner, that on some checks you would endorse them, 
give them back to him, and he would secure the proceeds and do what 
he pleased with it, or he would tell you to do certain things with it, 
and other checks went to your own account. 

Mr. Chaite. May I answer that question for you. Senator? 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. Chaite. I had no arrangement with Mr. Woodner whereby 
I cashed checks and took the money and gave it back to him or any- 
body else. 

Tlie Chairman. Can you prove by your books that you did not 
receive all this money ? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir ; but I think I can prove by my books and rec- 
ords, and with these checks, and give Mr. Simon and yourself a satis- 
factory explanation of every one of them. 

Mr. Simon. We are eager to get it right now. 

Mr. Chaite. If you will send someone over with me to the oifice, 
we will sit down 

The Chairman. Didn’t we ask you for your books before ? 

Mr. Chaite. I brought all my books that I 

The CiiAiitMAN. Why did you testify previously that all you ever 
received from Mr. Woodner was $66,000? You possibly were telling 
the facts, and that the balance, the difference between $66,000 and 
$155,000 went back to Mr. Woodner and he used the proceeds as he 
saw fit, or you gave it to a third party that Mr. Woodner directed 
you to give it to ; aren’t those the facts ? 

Mr. Chaite. No, Senator ; and I don’t want to create that impres- 
sion. 

The Chairman. Why did you say $66,000 ? 

Mr. Chaite. I kept my records in such a fashion 

The Chairman. You have a record of $66,000 ? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes. 

The Chairman. Don’t you have a record of the other $90,000 or 
$95,000? 

Mr. Chaite. May I answer your question. Senator ? 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. Chaite. I kept my records in such a fashion that what I con- 
iny earnings and in my bank and paid my income tax on it. 

Mr. Simon. This is a check dated October 12, 1950, payable to 
Arthur Chaite for $5,796. It was cashed at the Riggs Bank, in cash. 
It wasn’t deposited in any account. It bears on the back first, the 
sipature of Arthur Chaite, and second, the signature of J. Richard 
otuckey, which was an employee of Woodner. 

Ihe Chairman. I want to know if that is your signature and did 
the proceeds of that check ? 

Mr. Chaite. That is my signature. Senator. 

A he Chairman. Did you get the proceeds of the check? 
n ^ recollection of this check at all. 

name? Stuckey sign his name under your 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know, sir. 
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The Chairman. You haven’t the slightest idea? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Did you give the check to Mr. Stuckey? 

Mr. Chaite. It looks like a check that I never used, sir. 

The Chairman. You never saw it. 

Mr. Simon. But somebody got the $5,700. 

The Chairman. You admit that it is your signature? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. If you didn’t get the proceeds, how could your 
signature be on there ? 

Mr. Chaite. Well, I just think that in tlie ordinary course of busi- 
ness when I returned a check — the amount is such a peculiar amount I 
have absolutely no idea about it. Senator. 

The Chairman. Well, Mr. Woodner doesn’t have any idea. He 
can’t explain the check and you can’t explain the check. 

Now, where is Mr. Stuckey? 

Mr. Simon. Is he still employed by the Woodner Co., as far as you 
know? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. When did you see him last? 

The Chairman. Bring Mr. Stuckey in here at 2 o’clock this after- 
noon and let’s find out from him what his recollection of this check 
is. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Chaite, you testified the other day that you had no 
business dealings with Woodner prior to 1950, is that right? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir; I didn’t testify to that. 

Mr. Simon. You didn’t? 

Mr. Chaiit.. No. 

Mr. Simon. Did you have business dealings with him prior to 
1950? 

Mr. Chaite. In 1946 we had one business relationship. That was 
the Wood Products Corp. 

Mr. Simon. Other than that matter did you have any other busi- 
ness relations with him prior to 1950? 

Mr. Chaite. Not that I know of. 

Mr. Simon. But you are not prepared to say you didn’t? 

Mr. Chaite. I just don’t know. 

Mr. SiAioN. Prior to 1950, did you act as intermediary between 
Woodner and Powell ? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. I hold in mv hand a memorandum found in the files 
of the Woodner Co., dated May 28, 1947. 

It is a memorandum from Arthur Chaite to Ian Woodner. It says: 

(1) Under title 608 application to FHA mii.st have mortagree. 

(2) Prob: Recredit or return of application fee under title 608’s in direct 
discretion of Assistant Commissioner. 

Would that be Powell? 

Mr. Chaite. It miffht be. 

Mr. Simon. It would be, wouldn’t it? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know. There is more than one assistant com* 
missioner. ^ ^ . 

Mr. Simon. But only one Assistant Commissioner for Beni** 
Housing, wasn’t there ? 
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Mr. CiiAiTE. Yes, but more than one assistant commissioner who 
deal with return of fees. 

fi[r. SmoN. Wasn’t section 608 purely rental housing? 

Mr. Chaite. Section 608 was purely rental housing. 

Mr. Simon. So wasn’t Powell the only Assistant Commissioner who 
would have discretion to return fees under section 608 ? 

Mr. Chaite. He might be. 

Mr. Simon. He would be ; wouldn’t he ? 

Mr. Chaite. Well, maybe. He might be. I don’t know whether 
he would be or not. 

Mr. SmoN. Wiat other Assistant Commissioner had discretion for 
the return of fees, under section 608 ? 

Mr. Chaite. The Underwriting Assistant Commissioner may have 
something to say about that, depending on how far the Underwriting 
Division had gone into the work. 

Mr. Simon. Let me read, here. 

Prob re creditor return under title GOS's in discretion of Assistant Commis- 
sioner, who advised me that ordinarilj' he would permit credit or return of fee, 
unless local oflSce had been put to such trouble — like change of site, new plan 
site, and so forth — making it advisable for FHA to keep additional fee. I think 
lean get this money back for you, in the instant case. 

Now, who was the Assistant Commissioner you talked to? 

Mr. Ciiaito. I don’t remember that, at all. 

Mr. Simon. I will show you the memo and see if it refreshes your 
recollection any. 

The Chairman. First, did you write the memorandum, or di- 
late it? 

Mr. Chaite. I can't tell because my signature isn’t on it. This is 
not one of my memo forms. 

Mr. Simon. It is one of Woodner’s memo forms; isn’t it? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes, it is one of Woodner’s memo forms. 

Mr. Simon. Did you dictate that memorandum ? 

Mr. Chaite. I have no recollection of it. 

Mr. Simon. You are not prepared to say under oath you did not? 

Mr. (Jhaite. I have no recollection of it. 

Mr. Simon. Are you prepared under oath to say you didn’t do it? 

Mr, Chaite. I have no recollection of it. 

Mr. Simon. If, Mr. Chaite, you had done no work for Mr. Woodner 
prior to 1950 with respect to Powell, or FHA, I would think you 
would liave no reluctance in saying under oath that you did not 
dictate it. 

Mr. Chaite. Your idea of my reluctance is something that I cannot 
combat with. 

I can just say that I have no memory of this. 

Mr. Simon. And you still insist that you merely have no recollection 
of that, but that you were doing no work for Woodner, on section 
Ws at the time ? ‘ 

Mr. CuAiTE. That is right. 

th^? unwilling to say that you didn’t dictate 

Mr. CiiAiiTD. I just have no memory of it. 

15 I^id you have an office in the LaSalle Apartment 

f^ohding, room 621 ? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes, sir. 


.r. 
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Mr. Simon. Why was Woodner paying the rent on that ofl&ce? 

Mr. Chaite. Not on my office. 

Mr. Simon. He wasn’t? Wliat was the rent there, was it $100 a 
month ? 

Mr. Chaite. He had his own office in that building. 

Mr. Simon. Whose office was 621 ? 

Mr. Chaite. I think we — don’t know whether that was the num- 
ber of my office, his office, and everybody else’s office. I just don’t 
remember the number of the office. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t remember ? 

Mr. Chaite. No. 

Mr. Simon. Did you and he have the same office? 

Mr. Chaite. No. We were in the same suite. 

Mr. Simon. You mean you had the same suite but each had a 
private office? 

Mr. Chaite. Right. 

Mr. Simon. But you were in the same offices, is that right? 

Mr. Chaite. It could be right. 

Mr. Simon. Well, I don’t Imow. I am asking you. It makes no 
difference to me whether you call it the same suite, the same set of 
offices, the same building. 

Mr. Chaite. I was in the LaSalle Apartments, so was Woodner. 

Mr. Simon. Whose office was 621 ? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know. 

The Chairman. How long were you in this LaSalle Building? 

Mr. Chaite. In the building^ itself ? I would say 

The Chairman. How long did you have a suite, there ? 

Mr. Chaite. I would say about 4 years. 

The Chairman. Four years and you still wouldn’t remember 
whether your room was 621 or not? 

Mr. Chaite. I was in that office for a very short period of time. 

Mr. Simon. In what office for a short period of time? 

Mr. Chaite. In the same office where Mr. Woodner had office space. 

Mr. Simon. Was that 621? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t remember the number of it. 

Mr. Simon. Why would Woodner be issuing checks to you for the 
payment of rent at the LaSalle and still be issuing his own checks to 
the LaSalle for office 621 ? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know. No. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have any idea at all ? 

Mr. Chaite. No. 

The Chairman. Are you going to testify under oath now that room 
621 was not your room in the LaSalle ? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir, I am not going to testify under oath that it 
wasn’t. I just say I don’t remember the number of the room. 

The Chairman. Mr. Chaite, I show you two more checks dated 
November 6, 1950, both dated the same day, and bearing consecutive 
numbers, each made payable to you, each purporting to have been en- 
dorsed on the back by you, each subsequently endorsed by J. Richard 
Stuckey, and each cashed — ^that is the cash obtained at the Riggs 
tional Bank — and I ask you if those signatures — I am sorry, the one 
is for $1,000, payable to you and endorsed as I have indicated; tne 
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other is for $500 but the consecutive check number payable to cash, 
but endorsed by you, and then by Stuckey, and I ask you if those are 
your signatures and if you got the proceeds? 

Mr. Chaite. Those are my signatures, but I don’t remember 
whether I got the proceeds. 

Mr. Simon. I show you another check payable to cash for $500, 
bearing your signature and that of Stuckey and ask you if you got the 
proceeds ? 

Mr. Chatte. That is my signature but I don’t remember if I got 
the proceeds. 

Mr. Simon. I show you a group of 18 checks in the amounts of 
$580 

The Chairman. What happened to these? I was trying to get Mr. 
Stuckey. 

Mr. Simon. He said he endorsed them but he doesn’t know whether 
he got the proceeds. 

The Chairman. Does he know whether Mr. Stuckey got the pro- 
ceeds or not ? ./or' 

Mr. Simon. Do you, Mr. Chaite? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir. 

Simon, I show you a group of 18 checks m thp wTnon'nf'ci 

$5,000, $5,000, $500, $500, $5,000, $817, $220, 
$10,000, $500, $1,000, $1,000, $500, $20,000, and $15,000, and I ask you 

If each of those checks bears your signature and if you got the pro- 
ceeds of each of them ? ./or' 

read, Mr. Simon, September 7, 
19^, cl^ck tor $lo,000 was deposited by me to my account. 

The De(^mb^ 6, 1950, check for $20,000 was deposited by me to my 
account. The February 7 check for $1,000, was deposited by me to 

1951, referring to a reimbursement 
from Fredricksburg;, Va., for $1,000, 1 have no memory of it, but it 
says it was deposited to my account. ’ 

This March 15 check, of $10,000 was deposited to my account. 

Th! ^°i*' |5’9?9, was deposited to my account. 

Th! check for $5,000. was deposited to my account. 

aZmt ^ deposited by me to my 

$2M AA of $680, $993, $1,176, $500, $871, 

Lck’nn'^^K’ $1,000, all bear my endorsement on the 

acb and bear the legend For travel reimbursement, travel advanced ” 
buti have no recollection of these individual ones. ’ 

Mr. biMON. Do you deny getting the money ? 

Mr T^h’ ^ ^ ilk®*' recollection of it. 

one fof S’ If?’" AA®'"®" ®]'®®f A $660, 

SSon tll’^f ’^®®r®.‘^ ®^®®V if the endo^! 

Ami T yours, and whether you received the money, 

which io 1 « particularly like your comment on the $2,000 check 

and the T®®vf ® "®*®d “Promotion,” 

Mr CiSe rKoiTf f Chaite, trustee, 

and tile $26 000 chopk^rf ®/nnon, made to me as trustee. 
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Mr. Simon. Wliat did you do with the money ? 

Mr. Chaite. Paid it to the seller of the ground. 

Mr. Simon. How did you pay it to him f 
Mr. Chaite. By check. 

Mr. Simon. By your check? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did you deposit that check in your books ? 

Mr. Chaiie. In a special 

Mr. Simon. In your account? 

Mr. Chaite. In a special account for this deal only. 

Mr. Simon. Where was that account maintained ? 

Mr. Chaite. Liberty National Bank. 

Mr. Simon. In Washington? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do you still have the bank statements for that account? 
Mr. Chaite. I think so. If not, I can get them very quickly from 
the bank for you. There was only one transaction. 

Mr. Simon. The bank wouldn’t have the canceled checks. Do you 
have the canceled checks? 

Mr. Chaite. If I don’t have it I can get you a record. 

The Chairman. What was the answer to the $25,000 check? 

Mr. Chaiie. It was used by me, sir, to buy property for Mr. Wood- 
ner in San Antonio, Tex. 

The Chairman. And you can bring in to us, this afternoon, the 
canceled checks? 

Mr. Chaite. If I have them. If not, I will go to the bank and get 
the records. There was a special account opened for this one deal. 
The Chairman. What diet you purchase ? 

Mr. Chaite. About 1,200 lots. 

The Chairman. What happened to them ? 

Mr. Chaite. I think the Woodners built houses on them. 

The Chairman. In San Antonio, Tex. ? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Well, we will have to prolong our inquiry, I guess. 
We knew nothing about them. 

Mr. Simon. Now what are the other checks for? 

Mr. Chaite. Well, they all bear my endorsement, but I have no 
recollection of the individual items in there. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know what they were for? 

Mr. Chaite. No. 

Mr. Simon. How about that promotion one? That word “promo- 
tion” also intrigues me. 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know, unless I was promoted. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat were you promoting with the proceeds ? 

Mr. Chaite. It says in here — it has the words “Dayton, Ohio,” in 
there. 

Mr. Simon. What were you promoting? 

Mr. Chaite. I was buying a piece of property in Dayton, Ohio. 
Mr. Simon. What was the promotion money for ? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know what it is. 

Mr. Simon. Isn’t that a familiar term for paying somebody off? 
Mr. Chaite. Maybe in your language ; not in mine. 

Mr. Simon. How well did you know Clyde Powell ? 

Mr. Chaite. I didn’t know him well, at all. 


i 
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lilr. Simon. How many times did 3^11 talk to him in your life? 

Hr. Chaite. Oh, that is a terrible question. I used to work with 

the man. 

Mr. Sii^roN. Let us say from the day you left FHA, how many times 

(lid you talk to him ? 

Mr. CiiArrE. Maybe a dozen times. 

Mr. Simon. A dozen times? 

Mr. CiiAn’E. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Are you certain it wasn't more than a dozen? 

Mr. Chaite. I am not certain. I said maybe a dozen times. 

Mr. Simon. Maybe a hundred times ? 

Mr. Chaite. It couldn’t have been tliat many. 

Mr. Simon. What is the maximum number? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. What is the maximum number of times you could have 
called him on the telephone, or he called you on the telephone? 

Mr. Chaite. I have no idea. 

Mr. Simon. Well, could you fix a ceiling beyond which it couldn’t go ?^ 

Mr. Chaito. "Wliy should I fix a ceiling? Why are you trying to 
make me fix a ceiling and I have to go clown to a minimum? It is 
ridiculous. 

Mr. Simon. The thing that intrigues me, sir, is that you are in no 
way willing to commit yourself on an.ything we can check up on. 

Mr. Chaite. Well, I can’t help you on that. 

The Chairman. You say it is ridiculous. It is ridiculous that you 
and Mr. Woodner can’t tell us the purpose of all these checks and 
whether you did or did not get the money. 

Mr. Chaite. I will be very happy. Senator, to reconstruct the entire 
record with regard to checks made out to me. 

Mr. Simon. Can you reconstruct the telephone calls with Clyde 
, Powell, too ? 

Mr. Chaite. I cannot reconstruct anything that I know nothing 
- about. 

The Chairman. You know nothing about Clyde Powell calling you 
at home? 

Mr. Chaii'e. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Would you deny that he did call you at home? 

Mr. Chaite. I only say this to you, that I have no memory of any 
calls that Clyde Powell made to my home. 

Mr. Simon. None whatever? 

Mr. Chaite. None whatever. 

Mr. Simon. In spite of the fact that, just last year alone, the Ward- 
nian Park records show he called you five times ? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes, and in spite of the fact that you have asked me 
that same question a dozen times. 

Mr. Simon. Tlie reason I ask is that I can undei’stand how you 
wouldn’t know if he called you 5 times or 20 times, but I can’t under- 
t stand a man who would say he doesn’t recall whether Clyde Powell ever 
called him. 

Mr. Chaite. Well, it is possible. I just have no memory of a call 
from Clyde Powell. There is no reason in the world why Clyde Powell 
call me. Why should I remember a thing like that? 

The Chairman. Will you appear in room 301, Mr. Chaite, at 2 
0 clock, with all your records and be prepared to tell us at that time 
60090 — 64 — pt. 4 68 
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whether you did or did not receive the proceeds of these checks, and 
the puraose of the checks ? 

Mr. Chaite. I will be glad to. 

The Chairman. At 2 o’clock, in room 301. 

Is Mr. McCormack’s doctor present ? 

Mr. Racioppi. The doctor will be here at 11 : 30, Senator. 

The Chairman. Thank you. 

Now, I would like to place into the record, at this time, 2 wires 
received from — 1 of them from David M. Brotinan, doctor, of Beverly 
Hills, Calif., another one from Wyant LaMont, a doctor in Beverly 
Hills, Calif., in respect to Louis Lesser, who was supposed to be a 
witness here this morning. 

(The telegrams referred to follow :) 

Beverly Hills, Calif., OctoI>er 7, 195J^. 

Senator Homer Oapehart, 

Senate Banking and Ourrency Committee: 

Louis Lesser examined by me for purpose of treatment for illness of week's 
duration; temperature, 102; reddened throat, stuffy nose, bad diarrhea; diag- 
nosis, influenza (grippe), chronic dysentery from food poisoning; recommended 
bed rest and suitable medication for period of 2 to 4 days. 

Wyant LaMont, M. D. 


Beverly Hills, Calif., October 7, 195k> 

Senator Homer Oapehart, 

United States Senate Banking and Currency Committee^ 

SOI Senate Ofpjce Building, Washington, D. C.: 

Louis Lesser examined by me today ; history of gustronomical intestinal dis- 
turbances past 3 weeks, accompanied by diarrhea. Physical examination today: 
Temperature, 102.6; pulse, 104. Throat infected. Tongue coated. Abdomen 
moderately tender and distended. Diagnosis, virus infection of upper respiratory 
tract and infectious colitis. 

David M. Brotman, M. D. 

The Chairman. I would also like to place in the record the history 
of our trying to get Mr. Lesser before this committee, which has been 
a very unsatisfactory one. (See p. 3633.) 

I would also like to instruct the staff to serve a subpena upon Mr. 
Lesser to appear here at 10 o’clock on November 9, and also a subpena 
upon Mr. DeGrazia to appear at the same time on November 9. 

Mr. Lesser’s is a very, very unusual situation. I want to say this: 

We will set down for 2 o’clock, November 9, Mr. Lesser’s hearing on 
the matters which we wish to discuss with him, and also at that time 
I will present to the committee, the question of whether or not they 
want to cite Mr. Lesser for contempt for refusing to appear or failing 
to appear before this committee, today. 

One of the wires from the doctors says that he did not come in to 
see him until yesterday, knowing that he had been subpenaed manv, 
many times, to appear before this committee this morning at 10 o’clock, 
and yet he doesn’t appear before the doctor until yesterday. 

It is pretty hard to get to Washington, D. C., from California— if 
he was sick, he certainly knew it several days ago. 

Mr. Simon. Senator, before you get to this matter, could the record 
show that on August .4, 1954, a member of our staff, James Walter, 
talked to Mr. Lesser, on the long-distance telephone and Mr. Lesser 
agreed to be here in Washington for an executive session on Saturday, 
August 7, at 12 noon. 
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Mr. Lesser did not appear at the executive session at 12 noon, August 
7 and the following week we received a letter from Mr. Lesser pos^ 
marked, Los Angeles, Calif., August 6, 1954, at 9:30 a. m., after it 
would have been too late for him to get here if he had cared to, and 
the letter says: 

Dbab Sib: I have had reservations to fly to Europe with my wife for almost 
B year. Due to the press of business which I must clean up before I leave, I 
find it impossible to come to Washington at this time to testify. I expect to return 
from said trip in September, at which time I will comply with your request if 
you still want me to testify. 

Very truly yours. 

and, the efforts that you have cited, follow his return from Europe. 

The Chaibman. There isn’t any question in my mind but what he 
has been deliberately trying — well, he has been successful in evading 
this committee up to this point. Even in his failure to appear here, 
today. I just want to say to Mr. Lesser, that he will now be subpenaed 
for 10 o’clock on November 9, and he need not feel that he can avoid 
.appearing before this committee. 

I place in the record the two wires from the doctors, and I might 
say this, in a telephone conversation with one of our staff members 
and Dr. LaMont, he said Mr. Lesser came in to see liim yesterday for 
the first time. 

And that he, Mr. Lesser, dictated the wire and took the wire out and 
.as far as he knows, if he received a wire from the doctor, it was sent 
by Mr. Lesser. 

However, Mr. Lesser did dictate the wire in the presence of him. 

We will place that in the record and see Mr. Lesser on November 9, 
and Mr. DeGrazio on November 9, likewise. 

Mr. Chaite is appearing in executive session at 2 o’clock and we will 
probably have him later today. 

If necessary, we will continue tliese hearings tomorrow, if we have 
to, to clean up our work, if anybody has an idea that they are going 
to keep from testifying because we are supposedly finishing today. 

Now, are Messrs. Hill and Carson present. 

Will you please come forward ? 

Will you oe sworn ? 

Do you and each of you solemnly swear that the testimony you 
are about to give will be the truth, tdie whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth? » » 

TESTIMONY OP JOHN H. HILL AND R. EMERSON CARSON, 

CHARLESTON, W. VA. 

Mr. Hill. I do. 

Mr. Carson. I do. 

The Chairman. Thanlt you very much; please be seated and give 
your full names and addresses to tne reporter for the record. 

Mr. Hill. I am IVIr. John Hill. 

Mr. Carson. I am R. Emerson Carson. 

The Chairman. What is your home address, Mr. Hill? 

Mr. Hill. 215 Sheridan Circle, Charleston, W. Va. 

tl’ Louden Pleights Road, Charleston, W. Va. 

Ihe CiiAiiuvrAN. You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 
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Mr. Simon. Mr. Careon, will you tell us briefly and in your own 
words, your experience with Richard McCormaclc in soliciting you 
in the Wherry Act project in which you were interested ? 

Mr. Carson. Yes. 

A friend of mine came in to see me and asked if I was aware of 
the possibilities of this act and I stated I was not. He stated that 
out in the Midwest somewhere he had encountered a man by the name 
of McCormack. 

My friend told me that he had met a man out in the Midwest 
somewhere who had been instrumental in placing one of these 
projects 

The Chairman. Will you speak a little louder, please ? 

Are you a builder? 

Mr. Carson. No, sir; I am an insurance agent. 

The Chairman. Mr. Hill, you are a builder? 

Mr. Hill. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. You got into this first and then you brought Mr. 
Hill in? 

Mr. Carson. That is right. 

The Chairman. Some man came to you and said what ? 

Mr. Carson. That Mr. McConnack was a man he met in the Mid- 
west somewhere, and Mr. McCormack had been successful in sponsor- 
ing one of these housing developments ? 

The Chairman. That is Mr. Richard McCormack ? 

Mr. Carson. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. He had been successful in what? 

Mr. Carson. In sponsoring one of these defense housing projects. 

Mr. Simon. And you got in touch with McCormack, did you? 

Mr. Carson. No, sir, I did not. My friend told me about it and 
explained to me the possibilities of it. I was interested as an insurance 
and bonding agent, so he and I came to Washington and met Mr. 
McCormack who in turn introduced us to some other people. 

The Chairman. Whp were the other people ? 

Mr. Carson. The other man was Marshall Diggs. 

The Chairman. What was liis business? 

Mr. Carson. Well, he was an attorney. 

The Chairman. Wiere did you meet with Mr. Diggs ? 

Mr. Carson. We met with him in his office. 

The Chairman. Here, in Washington ? 

Mr. Carson. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Do you remember the building it was in, or the 
address ? 

Mr. Carson. I believe it was on Connecticut Avenue. 

The Chairman. Rut you first met Mr. McCormack and he took you 
to Mr. Diggs, the attorney ? 

Mr. Carson. That is right. 

The Chairman. Now tell us what happened ; will you please ? 

Mr. Carson. Well, we went to Mr. Diggs’ office and the method of 
obtaining one of these projects was explained to me. 

The Chairman. By one of these projects, you mean what kind of 
project? 

Mr. Carson. Defense-housing project. 

The Chairman. Under the so-called Wlierry Act, the so-called 
Wherry housing ? 
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Mr. Carson. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. And Mr. Diggs and Mr. McCormack explained the 
procedure in securing a commitment from the Government ? 

Mr. Carson. Yes, sir ; that is right. 

The (hiAiRMAN. You may proceed. 

Mr. Carson. Well, that is about the extent of my first interview 
with these gentlemen. 

Mr. Simon. Who did they tell you McCormack was ? 

Mr. CAiiSON. Well, I can't say that any one ever directly told me, 
but I assumed he was an employee of Mr. Diggs. 

Mr. Simon. Did anybody ever say anything about his having any 
connection Avith the Government? 

Mr. Carson. I think Mr. McCormack told me he was a former offi- 
cial in the Government. 

Mr. Simon. Did he tell you what position he had with the Govern- 
ment ? 

Mr. Carson. I believe he said he was Comptroller of the Currency. 

Mr. Simon. That he was former Comptroller of the Currency ? 

Mr. Carson. Yes, sir. I beg your pardon, are you talking about 
McCormack? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. Carson. Oh, no. No. I misunderstood. 

Mr. Simon. Was McCormack supposed to have ever been connected 
with the Government ? 

Mr. Carson. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Simon. Did they ever say he was a former Member of Congress ? 

Mr. Carson. I don’t believe so. 

Mr. Simon. What did he tell you that they could do for you ? 

Mr. Carson. They said they could arrange the interim financing, the 
mortgage money; that by being Washington attorneys, they were fa- 
miliar with the necessai*y steps in order to proceed with the awarding 
and construction of one of these projects. 

Mr. Simon. Did either of them say anything about having an ability 
to get a commitment or to help you get a commitment? 

Mr. Carson. I don’t belieA^e that was. said to me in that fashion be- 
cause after all, I wasn't going to build one of these things, or even be 
involved in it, other than — my part in the matter was that if I knew a 
contractor who would be interested in this, who was my customer, then 
the sponsoring contractor would be the person who would actually go 
into the matter. 

Mr. Simon. Did you agree that you were going to pay him $5,000? 

Mr. Carson. Did I ? 

Mr. SnvioN. Yes. 

Mr. Carson. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You and Mr. Hill? 

I^i** Carson. Well now, Mr. Hill’s position and mine are entirely 
dinerent. I didn’t agree to give him anything and I didn’t get any- 
thing and I wasn’t supposed to. 

^ My interest only would be if my contractor was successful in build- 
ing one of these units. 

Mr. Simon. Weren’t you and Mr. Hill together in this project? 

Mr. Carson. No. 

’Mr. Simon. You weren’t? 

Mr. Carson. No. 
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Mr. Simon. Well, Mr. Hill, we’d better ask you the questions, then. 

Were you the one who was going to pay the $5,000 ? 

Mr. Hill. After Mr. Carson’s return from Washington, he told us- 
in fact I had no knowledge at that time of the Wherry Act. He told ns 
at that time that this was a proposition whereby a contractor, or a 
realtor could sponsor, and eventually own one of these housing proj- 
ects. 

Mr. Simon. Without it costing him any money? 

Mr. Hill. No, that wasn’t necessarily mentioned. 

Mr. Simon. Of course anybody can sponsor any kind of project and 
anybody can own it if he has the money to pay for it. 

Mr. Hill. That is entirely true. 

However, we were entirely ignorant of the whole thing. We didn’t 
know how it would be constructed and I didn’t even Imow there was 
such a law. 

We then later went to Washington and met Mr. McCormack. 

My partner, myself and Mr. Carson met Mr. Higgs, and I believe 
Mr. Tarny at that date. 

Mr. Simon. What did they tell you ? 

Mr. Hill. That they were entirely familiar with the procedure of 
setting up the structure of such a thing and were entirely familiar 
with obtaining interim financing and mortgage loans in the necessary 
amounts and were familiar with setting up the proper brochure for 
submission. 

Mr. Simon. What else did they tell you? 

Mr. Hill. Well, they told us that they had been successful before 
in setting these things up. 

Mr. Simon. Did they tell you what cases they had been successful 
in? 

Mr. Hill, Well I am not entirely sure. 

Mr. Simon. What else did they tell you ? 

Mr. Hill. To be perfectly truthful with you, our contact with Mr. 
Dig^ and Mr. Tamy wasn^t too extensive. 

Mr. Simon. What did Mr. McCormack tell you ? 

Mr. Hill. He told us many things, among which that he was very 
optimistic about the thing and enthusiastic. 

Mr. Simon. What did he tell you? 

Mr. Hill. That they were familiar with arranging them and could 
arrange them. 

Mr. Simon. Did he tell you anything else ? 

Mr. Hill. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Is that all he told you ? 

Mr. Hill. Well, I don’t recall all of these things. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. How many times did you talk to him? 

Mr. Hill. Either 2 or 3, with Mr. McCormack. 

Mr. Simon. How long was each conversation? 

Mr. Hill. Perhaps an hour or so. 

Mr. Simon. So you talked to him for 2 or 3 hours? 

Mr. Hill. That is right. ' 

Mr. Simon. What did he tell you in the 2 or 3 hours ? 

Mr. Hill. Well, they mentioned several projects. 

Mr. Simon. What projects did they mention? 

Mr. Hill. They mentioned 1 in the Midwest somewhere, and 1 in 
the Far West that were to be considered. 
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Mr. Simon. What else did he tell you ? 

Mr. Hill. They told us that they had handled these matters for 
several other builders. 

Mr. Simon. Did he tell you who the builders were? 

Mr. Hill. No, not entirely. They did show us some brochures and 
some plans of housing that had been developed by some of the other 
prospective builders. 

Mr. Simon. What else did he tell you ? 

Mr. Hill. I am not entirely sure I follow the line of your ques- 
tioning. 

Mr. Simon. You had a conversation with him 2 or 3 times, about 
an hour each. 

Just tell us what you told him. 

The Chairman. Just repeat what you told us in executive session. 
You were under oath there as you are here. 

If you would rather we introduce what you said in executive ses- 
sion, we can, but I don’t think that is necessary. 

Just tell us what you told us in executive session. 

Mr. Hill. Well, for one thing, they told us about a project that was 
to be constructed at Indian Head, Md. 

Mr, Simon. Who is “they?” 

Mr. Hill. Mr. McCormack, I believe. 

Mr. Simon. Where was this conversation ? 

Mr. Hill. I believe most of the conversations took place in Mr. 
Diggs’ office. 

The Chairman. That is Marshall Diggs ? 

Mr. Hill. Yes. 

The Chairman. Do you remember the address of the office? 

Mr. Hill. I think it was 1025 Connecticut. 

Mr. Simon. But the conversation was with McCormack ? 

Mr. Hill. Not entirely, but primarily so. 

Mr. Simon. Tell us what was said, now. 

Mr. Hill. That was 4 years ago. My memory is rather vague. 

The Chairman. Did McCormack tell you that Mr. Diggs was vir- 
tually the father of the Wlierry Act ? 

Mr. Hill. No ; by intimation he may have said many things. 

The Chairman. And knew influential people connected with the 
Government and gave the definite impression that upon payment of a 
retainer to Diggs, they would almost certainly get a Wherry Act 
project? 

Mr. Hill. I believe it was something like that. 

The Chairman. You testified to that in executive session? 

Mr. Hill. Well, I believe so. 

Mr. Simon. Why is your memory so good in executive session and 
So bad, today ? 

Mr. Hill. I have a copy of the executive session here. 

Mr. Simon. We do too. 

The Chairman. Did he also give you the impression that McCor- 
mack was a former Member of Congress and that E. C. Bennett was 
^ M Senator from West Virginia ? 

Mr. Hill. I don’t remember testifying anything to that nature. 

this IS supposed to be a copy of it, and I know that it isn’t even in 
this copy. 
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Mr. Simon. You paid them $5,000, didn’t you? 

Mr. Hill. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Did you get the $5,000 back? 

Mr. Hill. I got part of it back. 

Mr. Simon. How did you get it back ? 

Mr. Hill. About a little 

Mr. Simon. You sued them, didn’t you? 

Mr. Hill. That is right. About a year later. 

Mr. Simon. Was the suit because you were welching on the deal, or 
because they promised you something they didn’t deliver? 

Mr. Hill. Beca use I didn’t think they had delivered any service they 
had promised to do. There was no organization ever set up that I 
have ever found out about. 

Mr. Simon. You must have had some basis for bringing a lawsuit 
against them in which you got some of your mone}’^ back, is that right! 

Mr. Hill. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. What was the basis for that ? 

Mr. Hill. I thought I had paid for some services which I did not 
receive. 

Mr. Simon. What services did you think you had paid for ? 

Mr. Hill. Well, I thought there should have been a corporate setup 
obtained and I thought there should have been some mortgaging bank- 
ing obtained, and I also thought there should have been some better 
arrangements made as to interim financing. 

I knew we couldn’t handle all of the financing, with the other busi- 
ness. 

Mr. Simon. Was that the only basis for your lawsuit to get your 
money back ? 

Mr. Hill. As far as I am concerned, it was. 

Mr. Simon. Is that the only basis you alleged in the complaint you 
filed? 

Mr. Hill. The complaint was filed by an attorney. 

Mr. Simon. My question was whether that was the only basis that 
you alleged in the complaint you filed ? 

Mr. Hnx. My attorney filed the complaint and I am not entirely 
familiar with it at present. I do have a copy of it. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever see it ? 

Mr. Htlij. I have a copy of it. 

Mr. Simon. Have you read it ? 

Mr. Hill. I have read it ; yes. 

Mr. Simon. Is what you are testifying to this morning the only 
basis alleged in the complaint for bringing the suit? 

Mr. Hill. I don’t know that right now. 

Mr. Simon. You don't know that right now ? 

Mr. Hill. Do you have a copy of the complaint ? 

Mr. vSimon. Yes. 

Mr. Hill. May I read it? 

Mr. Simon. As you know, it is quite a lengthy document. Would 
you like to come back this afternoon and read it between now and 
then ? 

Mr. HiTiL. No ; not necessarily. 

The Chairman. Mr. McCormack claims to be ill. Is Mr. Di^gs 
prasent ? 

(No response.) 
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The Chairman. Is Mr. Diggs present ? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. I am going to suggest this, that we dismiss you at 
the moment, suggest that you read the te.stimony you gave in execu- 
tive session, that you review this whole matter because all we want 
are the facts. 

Mr. Hill. A moment ago you said that I testified in executive ses- 
sion to something which I do not remember, at all. 

The Chairman. You may be right, I donT know. 

All I have here is a memorandum made by Mr. Dinkins, before 
whom you testified, and you may well be right, I don’t know. That 
is why we are going to dismiss you until 2 o’clock and give you a 
chance to read tlie executive session. We are going to read it, and then 
at that time we are going to hear you and Mr. Diggs. Mr. McCormack 
is evidently ill and not going to be here, but we will get him later. 

This is quite a serious matter we are talking about and it involves 
not only yourself, but many other builders who paid $5,000 to this 
outfit and got no money in return. 

Mr. Simon. Either you made charges which you shouldn’t have 
made in the fir.st place, or Mr. McConnack did some things he shouldn’t 
and we feel we are entitled to know which it is. 

The Chairman. As I said this morning you know, there has been 
pressure put on me in the last 24 hours by telephone calls, not to go into 
this matter, toda}^ so it begins to look a little queer to me. 

Mr. Dinkins. May I ask 1 or 2 questions, here ? 

The Chairman. You were the attorney on our staff who heard them 
on execut i ve session . Proceed. 

Mr. Dinkins. When you talked to Mr. McCormack about this 
Wlierry Act matter, did lie tell you that Mr. Diggs was his Washing- 
ton lawyer and he would recommend him to you to handle this case? 

Mr. Hill. I don't recall whether he ever told me he was a lawyer, 
or not. However, the office where we went to meet Mr. Diggs, was 
listed as a law office, I believe on a sign on the door, and of course 
it was my impression that, being a law office, that Mr. Diggs was a 
lawyer. 

Mr. Dinkins. Did he also tell you that you, if you signed a contract 
with Mr. Diggs, the fee would be $5,000? 

The Chairman. You did sign a contract with Mr. Diggs? 

Mr. Hill. That is right. 

The CiiAiRM \N. And you did pay him $5,000 ? 

Mr. Hn.L. That is right. 

The Chairman. And later you sued him? 

Mr. Hill. I instructed an attorney in Washington, here, since I 
thought that I had not received any of the services that they prom- 
ised me, that I would like to get a return of th^t money. 

Mr. Simon. Of course, Mr. Hill, if it was merely a matter of setting 
lip a corporation, a lawyer can do that in a half hour. 

He Wouldn’t have to return the money for that. 

Mr. Hill. That is what he should have done. 

'Mr. Simon. You mean he preferred to return the money rather 
'TV? ^ hour to set up the corporation? 

Mr. Hill. I don't know that. We were told by Mr. Dig^, I be- 

arrange mortgage money and interim financing 
uici that he would do so. 
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To the best of my knowledge that was never done. 

Mr. Simon. There was no occasion to render interim financing until 
you got a commitment, was there? 

Mr. Hill. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. You never got a commitment, did you? 

Mr. Hill. No. We prepared a brochure in accordance with their 
instructions and sent it to Washington, including some plans, I believe. 

The Chairman. Then we are going to excuse you now and ask you 
to be back at 2 o’clock. 


Mr. Dinkins. May I continue ? 

The Chairman. I am sorry. Go right ahead. 

Mr. Dinkins. I believe when you testified in executive session you 
brought your attorney along with you, didn’t you ? 

Mr. Hill. Sir ? 


Mr. Dinkins. Didn’t you bring your attorney along with you when 
you testified ? 

Mr. Hill. No, sir; I did not. Just Mr. Carson and myself. 

Mr. Dinkins. I wanted to be absolutely fair with you and I thought 
there might have been confusion between your situation and some- 
body else’s, but since we are going to adjourn this matter until 2 
o’clock, we can check the record on that. 

Mr. Carson. May I make a statement, please? 

The Chairman. You may. 

Mr. Carson. I would like to say in the presence of Mr. Dinldns- 
you asked if we— ^you mentioned the name of a West Virginia — what 
was it, State senator, or someone? 

That testimony did not occur during our interview and I would 
like to ask you to review our file as it is. 

The Chairman. We will review your file and we will review the 
executive session and we will call on you again at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. Dinkins. Senator, it is possible that this witness’ testimony 
might have been confused with that of another. 

The Chairman. Do you mean confused by you ? 

Mr. Dinkins. Yes, sir ; and it should be straightened out. 

The Chairman. We only want the facts, that is all, and we are not 
going to have anybody keep us from getting the facts. We are inter- 
ested only in the facts ; that is all. 

You are excused until 2 o’clock. 


The next witness will be Albert Small, of the Idaho Terrace. 
Will you come forward, Mr. Small, please? 

I am sorry, I forgot the Doctor.; 

Will you be sworn ? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? 


TESTIMONY OF DR, T, TAYIOE PERRY, CHEVY CHASE, MD. 


Dr. Perrt. I do. 

The Chairman. Will you please be seated and give your full name 
and address? 

Dr. Perry. Thoran Tayloe Perry. I live in Chevy Chase, Mo.} 
4228 Leland Street, and my office is 1801 K. 

The Chairman. You are a doctor ? 
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Dr. Perry.. I am a physician ; yes. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Perry, for how long have you been treating Rich- 
:ard McCormack? 

Dr. Perry. I first saw him on the 10th of October, last year. 

Mr. Simon. October 10, 1953? 

Dr. Perry. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. And how many times have you seen him between then 
.and now ? 

Dr. Perry. I would say 10 or 12 times. 

Mr. Simon. What have you treated him for ? 

Dr. Perry. I ? Well, he has high blood pressure which has affected 
his heart. 

When I first saw him, he was a bit overweight. 

Mr. Simon. Will you tell us what had been wrong with him? 

Dr. Perry. High blood pressure, which has affected his heart. If 
you want the technical details of that, I can give it. Mild diabetes, 
pulmonary emphysema, and obesity. 

Mr. Simon. By “obesity,” you mean as he is just a fat man? 

Dr. Perry. He is overweight. 

The Chairman. Don’t talk like that. 

Dr. Perry. I have reduced him a bit since then. 

The Chairman. When did you see him last ? 

Dr. Perry. Tuesday, the 5th of October. 

The Chairman. And what was the difference in his condition on 
Tuesday from that which had prevailed over tdie last year ? 

Dr. Perry. Well, he seemed quite agitated. He was suffering from 
a severe migraine headache at the time I saw him. 

The Chairman. That was on Tuesday of this week ? 

Dr. Perry. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. This is Friday. 

Mr. Simon. Have you seen him since Tuesday ? 

Dr. Perry. I have not. 

Mr. Simon. You have not? 

Dr. Perry. No. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know what his condition is today ? 

Dr. Perry. Only by telephone. Not as of today, no. I talked to 
his wife yesterday. 

Mr. Simon. He walked into your office on Tuesday ? 

Dr. Perry. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. And he walked out? 

Dr. Perry. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. What was his condition? He was agitated? 

Dr. Perry. I would say he was in a very nervous state. He didn’t 
tell me about this. I didn’t Imow he was subpenaed to appear before 
this committee. 

Mr. Simon. Is the state of his nervousness such that it would im- 
pam his health to appear before this committee ? 

Dr. Perry. With this high pressure he has, I felt he should go 
home and rest. I gave him some demoral which is similar to mor- 
phine, in order to ease his headache and his wife called me yesterday 
and said he was still highly nervous and didn’t sleep, so we sent him 
some bartiturates to try to quiet him down. 

M^ Simon. Would the fact that he might have received $27,500 
“^hich he forgot to include in his income-tax return account for 

nervousness ? 
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Dr. Perry. I suppose tha^ would make almost anyone nervous. 

Mr. Simon. I ask you again whether his nervousness is such, whether 
appearing before this committee would impair his health ? 

Dr. Perry. Well, I think it would. 

Mr. Simon. To what extent? 

Dr. Perry. At this particular time — when I saw him last, I will 
put it that way. 

Mr. Simon. Well, Doctor, how can you say on Friday that his ap- 
pearance would impair his health when you saw him for the last time 
on Tuesday and he walked in and walked out of your office ? 

Dr. Perry. I was just going on the basis of what my examination 
showed Tuesday, ana knowing his nervous background and so forth. 
I thought that — due to the fact that his wife told me yesterday that 
he was still highly nervous and couldn’t sleep, that it might be bad 
for him, and it would put an added strain on his heart. 

Mr. Simon. Are you basing your medical opinion on what his wife 
told you over the telephone? 

Dr. Perry. Well, in part, but also what I know about the man, liis 
physical makeup, his mental makeup, and so on. 

Mr. Simon. In your opinion, how long will it be before he can 
appear before this committee without impairing his health ? 

Dr. Perry. I couldn’t answer that question without seeing him. 

Mr. Simon. Is it a matter of a day or two, a month or two, or a 
year or two ? 

Dr. Perry. No, I just thought it was a matter of several days. 

Mr. Simon. A matter of several days? 

Dr. Perry. Yes, when I saw him last. 

In other words, I thought he was quite upset, and that we could get 
him quieted down. 

Mr. Simon. Do you think that his being upset could be ended short 
of the committee saying that they weren’t going to call him ? 

Dr. Perry. Without seeing him again, I wouldn’t like to express an 
opinion about that. 

The Chairman. It is very importajit that he appear before this 
committee, Doctor, because he was paid by Mr. Diggs, $27,500, as we 
understand it, which he did not include in his income tax. He claims 
that it was a loan and Mr. Diggs, if I understand the testimony cor- 
rectly, claims that it was not, and it is very important that we have 
him as a witness. 

Now, we certainly don’t want to call him if it is going to impair his 
health Jbut we will have to call him, either today, or later. 

Dr. Perry. Well, I would like to see him again. 

The Chairman. Could you go and see him and come back, say, at 
3 o’clock, and either bring him with you, or come back and tell us 
about when you think he can testify? 

At our expense? 

Dr. Perry. Well, I have a whole office full of patients sitting up 
there that I don’t know what to do about. ^ 

This is a very unexpected thing as far as I ajn concerned. I wasnt 
prepared. 

The Chairman. You understand we didn’t make the situation. Mr. 
McCormack made it. 

Mr. Simon. You did give him a certificate ; didn’t you ? 
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Dr. Perry. I wrote a note yesterday that I thought he was in such a 

condition. 

The Chairman. Let me see the certificate, please. 

This was written on October 7 : 

This is to certify that Richard McCJormack is under my professional care and 
in my opinion is too ill physically and mentally to testify or appear in any courts 
or hearings at tlie present time. 

(Signed) T. Tayloe Perby, M. D. 

Thank you very much, Doctor. 

Mr. Attorney, what is your opinion now, as the attorney for this 
gentleman ? When would you like for him to appear ? 

Mr. Racioppi. I would be delighted to bring him in as soon as he 
is well, which will ^obably be the first of the week. 

The Chairman. But he cannot appear here today? 

Ml’. Racioppi. I am not a physician, sir. 

Mr. Simon. His wife seems to be the only one who knows. 

The Chairman. I don’t think we have sufficient medical testimony 
here that warrants this gentleman not appearing this afternoon. If 
you disagree with that, then we will get a Government doctor, and you 
get a doctor, and we will send them out to examine this gentleman 
this afternoon. If, in the opinion of both of those doctors lie should 
not appear, then we will accept it. 

Otherwise, we will have him appear tomorrow. We will hold this 
hearing over until tomorrow. 

Mr. Racioppi. I will be delighted to get a physician if one is avail- 
able and if the Government will get one, too. 

The Chairman. We will certainly get one. 

Will you gentlemen work that out with his attorney, outside, and 
get a doctor. 

We are having trouble with witnesses this morning. I guess they 
figure this is the last day. They are going to be fooled. 

We had two witnesses here, we had Mr. Small ; didn’t we? 

The Chairman. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you, God? 

TESTIMONY OP ALBERT SMALL, IDAHO TERRACE APARTMENTS, 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. Small. I do. 

The Chairman. Wliat is your full name, please? 

Mr. Small. Albert Small. 

Mr. Simon. Your address? 

Mr. Small. 3245 Ellicott Street NW. 

Mr. Simon. You and your family and the Stern family own the 
Idaho Terrace Apartments? 

Mr. Smaijl. We do. 

Mr. Simon. And where is that located ? 

Mr. Small. 3040 Idaho Avenue NW. 

Mr. Simon. Is that at the corner of Idaho and Cathedral Avenues ? 
Mr. Small. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What is the capital stock of Idaho Terrace, Inc. ? 

Mr. Smau.. About $1,200. 
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Mr. Simon. What was the amount of the FHA mortgage?’ 

Mr. Small. $1,750,000. 

Mr. Simon. Was there a premium paid on the mortgage? 

Mr. Small. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the premium? 

Mr. Small. One-half point. 

Mr. SiMON.That would be about $8,000 ? 

Mr. Small. $8,750, 1 think. 

Mr. Simon. WTio built the building? 

Mr. Small. The Idaho Terrace Building Corp. 

Mr. Simon. Who are the stockholders of Id^o Terrace Building 
Corp., the same? 

Mr. Small. The same stockholders ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Was that also nominal capital stock? 

Mr. Small. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the actual cost of construction ? 

Mr. Small. I think I gave that in executive session. I don^t know 
whether I have it here or not. 

Mr. Simon. The figure you gave was $1,573,287. 

Mr. Small. That is approximately right; yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Of course we don’t know, Mr. Small. 

Mr. Small. I believe those are the costs. 

Mr. Simon. That is the total cost? 

Mr. Small. Yes. 

Mr. Simon, Including financing charges and everything else? 

Mr. Small. Yes, sir. « , , , , . 

Mr. Simon. It does not include the cost of the land, because this is 

built on leased land. 

Mr. Small. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. So therefore, the total costs were $184,750 less than the 
mortgage proceeds ? 

Mr. Small. Do you mean including the $8,750 ? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

Mr. Small. My figure is a little different than that. 

Mr. Simon. And if you add the mortgage premium it makes 

$184,750 ? 

Mr. Small. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you, sir. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much, Mr. Small. 

We are now going to recess until 2 o’clock and we will have a 
number of witnesses that we thought we were going to have this 
morning, we hope. 

(Whereupon, at 12 : 05 p. m., the hearing was recessed, to reconvene 
at 2 p. m., the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 

(Whereupon the committee reconvened, pursuant to recess, at 2:05 
p. m.) 

The Chairman. Is Mr. Stuckey present? 

Mr. Stuckey. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. We won’t want you for possibly an hour bec^^ 
we are now in executive session with Mr. Chaite, but you remain right 
in the room, if you will, please. 
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I want to make this statement : We had a little trouble this morning 
with witnesses as you know and things got a little confused. I made 
the statement, something about an Evening Star representative pick- 
ing stuff up as we were talking and I find now I was in error — that 
Mr. Simon, he did discuss the matter with him. I want the record to 
show that, Mr. Douglas. There were a lot of us up here discussing a 
lot of things and I was in error. 

We always want to be just as factual and get the truth if we can. 

I want to now put into the record something to show some of the 
problems we have involved in these hearings. 

I have a wire here that I received on October 5, from Louis Lesser. 
He was the gentleman, you will remember, we talked about this morn- 
ing from California who failed to show up and we receive two tele- 
grams from doctors saying that he couldn’t be here. 

He wired me on October 5 : 

I have been subpenaed to be before your committee at October 8, 11 a. m. The 
Jewish holiday occurs on the 7th. I observe this holiday every year with my 
parents and children and will do so this year. By reason thereof it will be 
impossible for me to be in Washington at the time designated. Furthermore, I 
have never participated at all in any 60S, 213, or title I ventures and could, 
therefore, be of no immediate assistance to your committee. 

I just read that to show you how these gentlemen try to confuse 
the issue. Of course, he has never been identified with any section 
608 or 213 or title I. We want him for the Wherry Act. 

I am sure a deposition from me taken here would serve your purposes and 
tlie ends of justice as well as compelling me to travel across the continent on 
the most important Jewish holiday of the year. I, therefore, respectfully suggest 
a continuance beyond the 8th and await your reply. 

I wired him tlie same day. 

^ your telegram of October 5 regret to advise you you must appear before 
this committee Friday, October 8. Transcontinental planes will permit you to 
leave Los Angeles after church services Thursday. Must remind you that 
your trip to Europe, after you knew of our desire to interrogate you, accounts 
for the necessity of your being present at this time rather than 2 months ago. 

He skipped off to Europe, you see. Signed by myself. 

In that wire on Tuesday, he doesn’t say a word about being sick. 
Not the first word about it. Now, we have two telegrams in here 
this morning from doctors saying that he is sick and unable to appear. 

So, without objection, I make this a part of the record, that wire 
and my answer. Also a memorandum from Mr. John Hancock, a 
member of our staff and a letter from Louis Lesser Enterprises, Ltd., 
^ a part of the record and again to say we have now subpenaed 
Mr. Lee«er to appear on November 9, that we never wanted him 
lor section 608’s or title I’s or 213’s; we want him for the Wherry 
Act and he knew it because we had a conference with him and 
discussed it with him. 

For the information of you people, one of the MHierry Acts is in 
Ind., Fort Benjamin Harrison. 

(I he documents referred to follow:) 

Senator Homer E. Capehart, 

Care Committee on Bwnicing and Currency. 

Senate Office Building: 

appear before your committee on October 8, 1964, 
year Jewish holiday occurs on the 7th. I observe this holiday every 

^th my parents and children and will do so this year. By reason thereof 
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it is impossible for me to be in Washington on Friday at time designated, 
Furthermore, I have never participated at all in any title 608 or 213 or title I 
ventures and could therefore be of no immediate assistance to your committee. 
I am sure a deposition from me taken here would sei've your purposes and 
the ends of Justice as well as compelling me to travel across the continent on 
the most important Jewish holiday of the year. I therefore respectfully request 
a reasonable continuance beyond the 8th and await your immediate reply. 

Louis Lesser. 


Louis Lesser, 

Beverly Hills, Calif. : 

Re your telegram October 5, 1954. Regret to advise you must appear ‘before 
this committee Friday, October 8, 1954. Transcontinental planes will permit 
you to leave Los Angeles after your church services Thursday. Must remind 
you that your trip to Europe after you knew of our desire to interrogate you 
accounts for the necessity of your being present at this time rather than 2 
months ago. 

Senator Homer E. Capehabt, 
Senate Banking and Currency Committee, 
FHA Investigation. 


Memorandum 
To : John Hancock. 

From ; James Walter. 

Subject : Lou Lesser, Beverly Hills, Calif. 

Lesser will appear before the committee, room F-41, on Saturday, August 7, 
at 12 noon. 

In a recent memo from you, it was suggested that this man be brought in on 
Thursday or Friday of next week. However, on contacting Lesser at his Beverly 
Hills home last night, he explained that he had made arrangements for he and 
his family to leave for a trip to Europe via TWA to New York, arriving early 
Saturday morning, leaving for overseas on Sunday. Farrell has agreed to fly 
down from New York on Saturday morning following his arrival from the coast. 


James H. Walter, 

Committee on Banking and Currency, 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sib: I have had reservations to fly to Europe with my wife for almost 
a year. 

Due to the press of business which I must clean up before I leave, I find it 
impossible to come to Washington at this time to testify. 

I expect to return from said trip in September at which time I will comply 
with your request, if you still want me to testify. 

Very truly yours, 

(Signed) Louis Lesser, 
(Typed) Louis Lesser. 

Mr. Simon. Senator, in Los Angeles, two people testified about some 
transactions involving a man in Alaska named Cash Cole, and Mr. 
Cole has written a letter from Fairbanks, giving his version of the 
transaction which he would like to incorporate in the record. 

The Chairman. Without objection, the letter from Mr. Cash Cole-- 
and I notice you gentlemen are smiling — but that is actually his name, 
C-a-s-h, Cash. 

Without objection, the letter will be made a part of the record. 
(The letter referred to iollows:) 

Fairview Manor, Building 2-A-8, September 20, 195^‘ 

Mr. William Simon, 

Oenrral Counsel, Washington 25, D.C, 

. Dear Mb. Simon : I am in receipt of the copy of your letter, dated September 
2, addressed to Warren A. Taylor. 
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Unless letters sent to Alaska are air mailed they come by boat. Your letter 
arrived today, just 18 days from the day it was written, so your hearings in 
both New Orleans and Chicago are over. 

It didn’t seem fair to me to hold a hearing on a transaction involving 3 people, 
and just let 2 of them testify, and have the inference broadcasted that my name 
was given as the go-between, without a chance to speak in my own behalf. 

This is the story : 

Kadow told me that he had a deal for me, with Staples, to get a commitment 
on 300 houses at Goose Lake, Anchorage, for $100 per house, and that he expected 
a cut on the deal if it went through. He advised me to go to Staples’ house that 
evening and he would verify the deal. Kadow at this time was still in the 
Government service. 

My wife and I went to Staples’ hou.se, and he asked me if Kadow had told me 
about the deal, and I said “yes,” and he said the $30,000 would have to be cash. 

I had some plans in his office at the time with a view to getting a temporary 
permit 

I told him I was not interested in any commitment that I had to pay for. I 
thought that if I presented a proposal of merit it would either be granted or 
refused upon that basis, and that if it wasn’t I would withdraw my application. 

The next morning Mr. Staples called me at the hotel, and told me he would like 
to have me come up to his office, which I did 

His first remark to me after I had entered his office was, “Well, I got your 
friend Kadow, I had a dictaphone recording of the whole proposition he made 
to me about your application, and have turned it in to the FBI. He has been 
trying to run my office ever since I arrived here.” 

Later that morning, after I had returned to the hotel, Kadow came up to the 
room with a typewritten statement of about a page and a half. 

The statement recounted that Kadow had never mentioned the deal to me, 
and the first I knew of it was when Staples brought it up the night I was at his 
bouse, 

I refused to sign the statement, and told him I had w'arned him that I wouldn’t • 
have anything to do with any deal he was fixing. 

We had been friendly with the family up until this time, but not afterward. 

My comment to him when I refused to sign the statement he had made out 
was, “You will wind up in jail if you don’t quit malting deals.” 

His testimony that it w^as 6 months before anything was reported by him or 
Staples is not true. Kadow told me he was going to beat Staples to the FBI, and 
give them his version of the transaction as he had it in the statement he wanted 
me to sign that day. 

I would appreciate a certified copy of that part of the record where Staples 
testified that Kadow said I would be the go-between. 

If I can be of any further help, please call on me. 

Yours very truly, 


Cash Cole, 
Faij'hariks, Alaska. 

ir. S. — Would you please send me Mr. Staples’ address? 

The Chairman. Is Mr. Samuel Block present ? 

Will you come up, please, Mr. Block ? 

Mr. Block, will you be sworn : Do you solemnly swear the testimony 
you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ? 


TESTIMONY OF SAMUEL BLOCK, WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. Block. I do. 

The Chairman. Thank you, sir. Will you please be seated and 
ve your full name and address and your business to the reporter 
record, if you will, please. 

^ Mt. Block. Samuel Block, 4925 North Capitol Street, Washington, 

The Chairman. Wliat is your business? 

t/* p ^ ™ ^ public-relations consultant. 

A he Chairman. You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

CUtiUU— 54— i)t. 4 59 


3636 


FHA INVESTIGATION 


Mr. Simon. Mr. Block, in the 6-month period, or 5-month period 
from March 1950, through August 1950, did the Woodner Co. pay you 
$ 10 , 000 ? 

Mr. Block. Will you repeat that question, please? 

Mr. Simon. Yes. 

In the 6-month period from March 1950 through August 1950 did 
the Woodner Co. pay you $10,000 ? 

Mr. Block. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was that for? 

Mr. Block. Public-relations consultant. 

Mr. Simon. What did you do for the $10,000 ? 

Mr. Block. I was asked by Mr. Woodner to be available to him at 
any time that he might need me. He wanted me to be informed as to 
what legislation was being enacted on the Hill. 

Mr. Simon. On what subjects? 

Mr. Block. Housing, of course. 

Mr. Simon. Was that all ? 

Mr. Block. That was about it. 

Mr. Simon. He wanted you to be available? 

The Chairman. Did he use your services after he hired you ? 

Mr. Block. No; he did not. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever write him any letter ? 

Mr. Block. No ; 1 did not. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever actually do anything for him ? 

• Mr. Block. Well, we had many consultations. 

Mr. Simon. Where were these consultations? 

Mr. Block. In his office. 

Mr. Simon. What did you discuss ? 

Mr. Block. We discussed legislation. 

Mr. Simon. What legislation ? 

Mr. Block. Legislation that might be coming up and that I thought 
might be coming up or he thought might be coming up. 

Mr. Simon. What legislation ? 

Mr. Block. With regard to housing. 

Mr. Simon. What legislation did you think was coming up with 
respect to housing ? 

Mr. Block. I don’t remember, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever make any memorandum of your conver- 
sations with him ? 

Mr. Block. No ; I did not. 

Mr. Simon. Do you keep files on your clients? 

Mr. Block. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have a file on the Woodner Co. ? 

Mr. Block. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t have any file at all ? 

Mr. Block. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you ever have a file on it ? 

Mr. Block. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Isn’t that unusual not to have a file on a client? ^ 

Mr! Block. Well, perhaps, but I don’t think it was unusual in this 

CBiS6» 

Mr. Simon. Why? 

Mr. Block. I was on a trial and error situation with him. 

Mr. Simon. Whose trial and whose error? 
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Mr. Block. My trial and 

Mr. Simon. And his error? 

Mr. Block. My error. 

The Chairman. What was that? T was talking to Senator Beall, 
What was the question? 

Mr. Block. My trial and my error. 

The Chairman. Are there any further questions ? 

Mr. Simon. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much, Mr. Block. 

Our next witness will be Dr. Samuel Dewey Gottlieb. 

Will you come forward, please, Doctor ? 

Will you be s'vvorn please? Do you solemnly swear that the testi- 
mony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

TESTIMONY OF DR. SAMUEL DEWEY GOTTLIEB, DISTRICT HEIGHTS 
APARTMENT, DISTRICT HEIGHTS, MD., ACCOMPANIED BY 
THOMAS S. JACKSON AND MARTIN R. FAIN, ACCOUNTANTS 


Dr. Gottlieb. I do. 

The Chairman. Thank you, sir. Will you please be seated and 
give your full name and address to the reporter? 

The gentlemen with you are your lawyers or accountants ? 

Dr. Gotti^ier. Yes, sir. Mr. Jackson and Mr. Fain. 


The Chairman. Give your full name and address to the reporter. 
Dr. Gottlieb. My name is S. Dewey Gottlieb. I live at 2500 Q 
Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

Mr. Simon. Are you a physician ? 

Dr. Gottlieb. No, sir; I am a dentist. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have your office in the District ? 

Dr. Gottlieb. I haven’t been practicin^ince 1938 or 1939. 

Mr. Simon. Are you the builder of the District Heights Apartment 
project? 

Dr. Gottlieb. It is a corporation in which I was a majority 
stockholder. 


Mr. Simon. WHiere is the District Heights xVpartment project 
located? r j 


Dr. Gottlieb. It is off of Marlboro Pike in the town of District 
Heights. 

Simon. Is that in nearby Maryland ? 

Dr. Gottlieb. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Were there five sections to the project? 

. Dr. Gottlieb. I think you could say there were five sections ; yes, 


Mr. Simon. There were five corporations ; were there not? 

Dr. Gottlieb. No; there were four corporations. 

Mr. Simon. What were the names of those corporations? 

Dr Gottlieb. District Heights Section A — this is to the best of my 
^collection — District Heights Section A and B were closed as one 
corporation. 

Simon. And C, D, and E? 

^^^^lieb. C was another corporation. D-E was a third cor- 
P Mion, and F-G was the fourth corporation. 
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Mr. Simon. Wliat was the capital stock of each of those four cor- 
porations? 

Dr. Gottueb. I believe I gave a statement to the committee ex- 
plaining that. 

The Chairman. We would like to know now, please. 

Dr. Gottlhjb. Could I refresh my recollection, up there, because 
they were a little different in each one. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know what the total was of all four of them? 
Dr. Gottlieb. No, I don’t Imow exactly to the dollar. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat is your best recollection? 

Dr. Gottlieb. Well, in addition to the preferred stock of FHA 

Mr. Simon. I am just asking for the common stock, now. 

Dr. Gottlieb. Well, some of it was preferred stock. 

Mr. Simon. Well, the common stock was how much ? 

Dr. Gottlieb. It was $900 and $1,000 on each of the corporations, 
and which one was $900 and which one was $1,000 I don’t recall, 
now. 

The Chairman. One was $900 and the otlier was $1,000 ? 

Dr. Gottlieb. To the best of my recollection. 

The Chairman. Both of them then were under $1,900? 

Dr. Gottlieb. All four corporations were in the neighborhood of 
either $4,000, or $3,900. 

The Chairman. And the capital common stock was either $3,900 
or $4,000, in the four corporations. 

At the rate of $1,000 for three and $100 for one. 

Mr. Simon. You had preferred stock which was redeemed out of 
the mortgage proceeds. 

Dr. Gottlieb. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Is that still outstanding ? 

Dr. Gottlieb. There never was any, except the FHA. 

Mr. Simon. The FHA, $100 preferred stock? 

Dr. Gottlieb. That’s right. 

Mr. Simon. Except for the FHA $100 preferred stock, the only 
camtal stock here was either $3,900 or $4,000 ? 

Dr. Gottt^ieb. To the best of my recollection, yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the total mortgage commitment on the four 
corporations? 

Dr. Gottlieb. Mr. Simon, I was asked to break this down in an 
executive session and I broke it down. Now, I’ll have to add it up. 
Mr. Simon. Give it to us broken down and we will add it up for you. 
Dr. Gottlieb. The final commitment on Section A was $5 14,000. 
Mr. Simon. $914,000 on A ? 

Dr. Gottlieb. No, I didn’t say $914,000 on A. 

Mr. Simon. What was it? 

Dr. Gottlieb. $514,000. 

Mr. Simon. What is the next one? 

Dr. Gottlieb. B was $416,000. 

C was $829,700. 

D-E was $1,644,200. That was D— E. They were counted as ona. 
And F-G was $2,393,000. 

Mr. Simon. Is that the total ? 

Dr. Gottlieb. That is the total, if added. That would be the total 
of all commitments. 

Mr. Simon. $5,796,000. 
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Dr. GoraLiEB. If that is correct addition, that is what it would be. 

Mr. Simon. Who built these buildings ? 

Dr. Gottlieb. S. F. & G., Inc. 

Mr. Simon. Were the stockholders of S. F. & G. the same people 
who were the stockholders of District Heights ? 

Dr. Gottiaeb. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was the actual cost of construction, of S. F. & G. ? 

Dr. Gottlieb. I was asked to bring that broken down, and I have 
that broken down. 

The Chairman. You give us the figures and we will add them up. 

You don’t have an accountant there with you who could add them 
up, do you ? 

Dr. Gottlieb. No; I don’t. These figures you have. 

The Chairman. We have never had a witness in public session 
that we haven’t had in executive session. We are now reporting to 
the people. 

Dr. Gottlieb. The cost of construction, meaning the total cost, less 
land, on A, was $419,856.84. Did I give that, $419,856.84? 

The Chairman. That’s right. 

Dr. Gottlieb. Now, all these figures which are in front of me and 
wliich were made up by an accountant, I am reading off to you, Mr. 
Simon. 

^'Ir. Simon. In other words, you are telling us you don’t know 
whether they are accurate or not^ 

Dr. Gottlieb. I assume them to be accurate, but they were made 
by a certified public accountant and I 

Mr. Simon. Well, Doctor, isn’t it true that the total cost of these 
projects was $1 million less than the mortgage? 

Dr. Gottlieb. That’s right. 

Mr. Simon. Then we can save time. The mortgages were rouglily 
$51/^ minion and the total costs were roughly $ 41/2 million, and when 
the project was over, S. F. & G. Co. had $1 million cash left over. 

Dr. Gottlieb. Or assets equal to that. 

Mr. Simon. Did S. F. & G. file a consolidated tax return? 

Br. Gottlieb. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Therefore, you paid no income tax on the million 
dollai-s? 

Dr. Gottlieb. That’s right, sir. 

Mr. Si:mon. No^v, the assets of S. F. & G., this $1 million windfall 
that was left over, have been invested, have they not? 

Dr. Gottlieb. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Has part of it been invested in a string of racehorses? 

Dr. Gottlieb. At one time, sir. 

Mr. Simon. $90,000 went for racehorses in 1 year? 

pr. Gottlieb. I can’t recall the exact amount, but you are close. 

Mr. Simon. Did those horses win or lose? 

, Gottlieb. I think I answered that before, that when purchased 
they were iTretty good, but they broke down. 

Mr. Simon. Did S. F. & G. invest more of that money in a yacht? 

pr. Gottlieb. Well, it bought a boat. 

Mr. Slmon. How big a boat? 

Di\ Gottlieb. A 39-foot boat. 

Mr. Simon. A “39-foot sea-going cruiser” it says here, is that right? 

•blr. Gottlieb. Who says that? 
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Mr. Simon. That is what it says on my memorandum. A “39-foot 
sea-going cruiser.” Is tha,t wrong ? 

Dr. Gottlieb. I would hate to go on the ocean with it. 

The Chairman. How much did it cost? 

Dr. Gottlieb. $12,000. 

Mr. Simon. Was that boat used to entertain the jockeys, stewards 
and other people? ’ 

Dr. Gottlieb. No, not stewards. Jockeys, trainers, and the like 
of that. 

Mr. Simon. How well acquainted were you with Clyde Powell? 

Dr. Gottlieb. As a Government official, I am slightly acquainted 
with Mr. Powell ? 

Mr. Simon. Are you a Government official ? 

Dr. Gottlieb. Knowing him to be a Government official. 

Mr. Simon. Did you on several occasions have .troubles with the 
project, in which you had to go to Mr. Powell for his help ? 

Dr. Gottlieb. I don’t know whether I had troubles with the project 
in which I had to go to him for his help. 

Mr. Simon. w 31, in executive session, didn’t you acknowledge that 
on at least three occasions you consulted with Clyde Powell in connec- 
tion with difficulties which had arisen in the District Heights project? 

Dr. Gottlieb. That’s right. 

Mr. Simon. And Clyde Powell was a reasonably good friend of 
yours ; wasn’t he ? 

Dr. Gottlieb. No. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t he once visit you at your apartment for 4 hours? 

Dr. Gottlieb. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Well, tliat wouldn’t make him exactly a stranger, would 
it? 

Dr. Gottlieb. Well, the circumstances of that visit were pretty 
well gone into. 

Mr. Simon. They were? 

Dr. Gottlieb. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. T\^at were the circumstances of the visit ? 

Dr. Gottlieb. It was an accidental meeting in an elevator in a 
buildiM in which we both lived. 

Mr. Simon. You and he lived in the same building? 

Dr. Gottlieb. For a period of about 3 months, but I didn’t know 
it until I met him in the elevator. 

Mr. Simon. Then he came to your apartment? 

Dr. Gottlieb. Well, I met him in the elevator and I naturally 
invited him to my apartment for a drink. 

The Chairman. What building was that? 

Dr. Gottlieb. 2500 Q Street. 

The Chairman. I thought Powell lived in the Wardman Park. 

Mr.- Simon. For 3 months he had an apartment at 2600 Q Street 

The Chairman. What year? 

Dr. Gottlieb. This ha'd to be sometime after May 1950. It could 
have been in the late fall, 1960. 

Mr. Simon. At any rate, you met him in the elevator and he came 
in and spent 4 hours in your apartment? 

Dr. Gottlieb. That’s right. 

Mr. Simon. That wasn’t very casual; was it? 

Dr. Goitlieb. Well, I would say it was casual. 
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Mr. Simon. Did you and Powell ever do any horserace betting 
together? 

Dr. Gom^iEB. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Are you sure of that? 

Dr. Gottlieb. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. I take it that, as in executive session you will again 
categorically deny any gifts, loans, or gratuities to Clyde Powell 1 
Dr. G 0 TTI.IEB. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Or any other governmental official or employee. 
Dr. Gottlieb. Yes, sir. Except Christmas gifts. 

The Chairman. Tliat seems to have happened for everybody. They 
must have gotten a lot of Christmas gifts, these employees. 

Dr. Goti'lieb. I wasn’t there. 

The Chairman. They got them from all the builders. 

But they were small gifts. 

Mr. Simon. Now, among the problems you had was after you had 
A, B, and C under way, FHA rejected D, E, F, and G; didn’t they? 
Dr. Gottlieb. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t one of your trips to see Powell involve a rejec- 
tion by FHA, of sections D, E, F, and G ? 

Dr. Gottlieb. No, sir. 

Mr. SiiuoN. What were the three occasions of your going to see 
Powell ? ' 

Dr. Gottlieb. I went to see Mr. Powell — the act expired in March — 
I hope you won't hold me to the exact date, but I’ll say March 1, 
1960. 

Mr. Simon. That’s right. 

Dr. Gottlieb. And my a^lication had been on file with the FHA 
since December 1949, on D, E, and F-G, since J anuary 1949. 

I went to see Mr. Powell to see what possibilities there were of 
Ktting the local office to process these places before the expiration of 
the act and before the funds which were authorized for assurance ran 
out. 

Mr. Simon. Was he helpful to you? 

Dr. Gottlieb. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You got them processed in any event. 

Dr. Gottlieb. Not through Mr. Powell. 

Mr. Simon. You didn’t? 

Dr. Gottlieb. No, sir. 

,Mr. Simon. What were the other two occasions you went to see 
nun? 

Dr. Goti’lieb. The next occasion that I recall was in connection 
With the turn-down of F-G. Now, you must remember you asked me 

about D-E, and F-G. 

Mr. Simon. It was just F-G that were turned down ? 

Dr. GottiIeb. That’s right. Which came to me by letter, on Febru- 
ary 28. I went to see him about that. 

Mr. Simon. Did he help you on that ? 

Dr. Gottlieb. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You got that reversed though; didn’t you? 

^r. Gottlieb. I don’t understand the question. 

alWe(D^^^^* turned down and subsequently 

Dr. Goitlteb. Yes, sir. 


3642 


FHA INVESTIGATION 


Mr. Simon. Then you got it reversed ; didn’t you ? 

Dr. GonuEB. That’s right. IgottheF-G 

Mr. Simon. Reversed. 

Nov^ who did that for you ? 

Dr. Gottlieb. Well, that was a long process. 

Mr. Simon. At any rate, your testimony is that you got this million 
dollar windfall completely without Clyde Powell’s help. 

Dr. Gottlieb. Exactly. 

The Chairman. Had you ever been in the building business before 
you built this project ? 

Dr. Gottlieb, x es, sir. 

The Chairman. What did you build ? 

Dr. Gottlieb. I built starting in 1935. I built houses in Mont- 
gomery County and what is now called Glenmount. 

The Chairman. Under FHA mortgages ? 

Dr. Gottlieb. Starting out under conventional. I built both con- 
ventional and FHA and I built five or six hundred houses. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much. Doctor. 

Our next witness will be Mr. Marshall Diggs. 

Mr. Marshall Diggs, please. 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. Wasn’t he subpenaed ? Is there anyone here repre- 
senting Marshall Diggs, a lawyer ? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. We’ll give him until 3 o’clock. 

Will some member of our stajff please call Mr. Diggs? He is a 
lawyer, is he not, over in town? 

We certainly have our problems with witnesses today, don’t we ? 

Mr. Stuckey, will you please come forward. Will you be sworn, 
Mr. Stuckey. 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? 

TESTIMONY OF J. RICHARD STUCKEY, ALEXANDRIA, VA. 

Mr. Stuckey. I do. 

The Chairman. Will you please be seated and give your full name 
and address to the reporter. 

Mr. Stuckey. J. Richard Stuckey, 830 South Pitt Street, 
Alexandria. 

The Chairman. Who are you working for at the present time ? 

Mr. Stuckey. I am presently employed by the Howard J olinson Co. 

The Chairman. In what capacity ? 

Mr. Stuckey. Restaurant manager, sir. 

The Chairman. Which restaurant? Which branch? 

Mr. Stuckey. We are in the process of opening a new store at 13iih 
and E NW. 

The Chairman. Were you formerly employed by Mr. Woodner? 

Mr. Stuckey. That’s correct, sir ; from September 1947, to, I believO) 
the middle of December 1951. 

The Chairman. In what capacity ? 

Mr. Stuckey. I started to work for Mr. Woodner in his office when 
he first started operations here in Washington, as office boy, and in the 
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process of the organization growing, I worked myself up to Mr. W. F. 
Holiday’s assistant. 

Tlie Chairman. Wliat was the responsibility of Mr. Holiday ? 

Mr. Stuckey. He was Mr. Woodner’s — well, I guess you would call 
him riglit-hand man, here in Wavshington. 

The Chairman. And you worked your way up to be his assistant, 
Mr. Holiday’s assistant? 

Mr. Stuckey. That’s correct. 

The Chairman. What were some of your duties in that capacity ? 

Mr. Stuckey. Securing of building permits, liaison between the 
municipal government, securing building pennits, leg work between 
local and national FHA headquarters, and various assignments to the 
construction jobs, and other projects in other cities. 

The Chairman. Did j^ou know an attorney by the name of Chaite? 
Mr. Stuckey. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Did you see him often in Woodner's offices ? 

Mr. Stuckey. I don’t remember the exact dates, but on different oc- 
casions, he was in Mr. Woodner’s office. He was in Mr. Woodner’s 
office several times a week. 

The Chairman. His capacity was what? 

Mr. Stuckey. So far as I know, his capacity with Mr. Woodner, his 
association with Mr. Woodner, was that of a consultant or adviser. 
The Chairman. You were the avssistant to Mr. Holiday? 

Mr. Stuckey. That’s correct, sir. 

The Chairman. And you say Mr. Holiday’s responsibility was that 
of a general manager? 

Mr. Stuckey. Yes, sir; I would say that. 

The Chairman. Did Mr. Holiday know everything that was going 
on out there? 

Mr. Stuckey. I would say Mr. Holiday had a general knowledge. 

The Chairman. And you as assistant were in a position to Snow 
what did and did not go on ? 

Mr. Stuckey. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. And you were in that capacity for how long? 

Mr. Stuckey. Several years, sir. 

The Chairman. How many years? 

Mr. Stuckey. I was with Woodner Co. almost 3^ years, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Stuckey, there are a number of petty cash slips in 
the Woodner files which read like this : 

‘|$100 : Expediting building permit.” 

‘^200” expediting something else. 

Do you know anything about any of those? 

Mr. Stucicey. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Wouldn’t that have been within your responsibility? 

Mr. Stuckey. Yes, sir, but there was another man associated in the 
position as I was and he was also working on the same thing. 
^ aT’ cash slips were itemized. 

. Mr. SiAioN. These were itemized. It would say : “$100” for expedit- 
ing something. 

Mr. Stuckey. Well, in petty cash it would pertain to cab fare, fees 
joi’.bmldlng pemiits that were paid out of my pocket. I was reim- 
through the petty cash fund. 

J'n^h’ anybody anything for expediting 
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Mr. Stuckey. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Were you ever sent to the bank to cash large checks? 

Mr. Stuckey. I was sent to the bank to cash large checks, payroll 
checks, sir. 

Mr. Simon. How about nonpayroll checks? 

Mr. Stuckey. No, sir. I don’t believe the bank honors a check 
made out to cash — a company check made out to cash. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t? 

Mr. Stuckey. Na sir. 

The Chairman. I)id you ever sign any checks and secure cash for 
them? 

Mr. Stuckey. If I did, sir, it was under somebody else’s endorse- 
ment and I did so on their instructions. 

Mr. Simon. Are you certain of that ? 

Mr. Stuckey. To the best of my knowledge ; to the best of my recol- 
lection. 

Mr. Simon. There are a lot of checks out there made out to cash 
with your name on the back of them that were bank-honored. 

I hold one in my hand dated November 6, 1950, the Woodner Co., 
made out to the order of cash, and on the back there is first the signa- 
ture of Arthur M. Chaite, and second the signature of J. Richard 
Stuckey. 

Mr. Stuckey. On that occasion I met Mr. Chaite at the bank and I 
cashed the check with him and gave him the cash. 

Mr. Simon. Wlw did you have to go to the bank ? 

Mr. Stuckey. Because Mr. Chaite was not known at the bank. I 
believe he did not have an account at Riggs Bank. 

Mr. Simon. This was a check payable to cash and it was a corporar 
tion check. 

Do you recall the incident ? 

Mr. Stuckey. Now that you mention it ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And you recall that you went to the Riggs Bank with 
Mr. Chaite? 

Mr. Stuckey. I don’t remember whether I went with him or whether 
I met him there. It was one or the other, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Does that bear your signature on the back, Mr. Stuckey? 

Mr. Stuckey. That’s correct. 

Mr. Simon. Do you recall now that you either met Mr. Chaite at the 
bank or you went with him ? 

Mr. Stuckey. That’s correct. 

Mr. Simon. You are certain about that? 

Mr. Stuckey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And he endorsed the check first? 

Mr. Stuckey. That is correct, sir. He endorsed the check first and 
I endorsed it again because he was not known at the bank and I was 
known at the bank. 

The Chairman. What did you do with the $500 ? 

Mr. Stuckey. The $500 was given to Mr. Chaite. 

Mr. Simon. What did he do with it ? 

Mr. Stuckey. I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you leave the bank with him ? 

Mr. Stuckey. I went out the front door; he went into a taxicab 
and I went to the office. 
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The Chairman. There is one here for $1,000. I’ll ask you if the 
same thing happened to that $1,000 that happened to the $500 you 
just testified to. The check is dated November 6, 1950. 

Mr. Simon. Who is the second check payable to, Mr. Stuckey? 

Mr. Stuckey. The second check is made out to Arthur M. Chaite, 
sir, and on the notation in the left-hand comer is “travel advance.” 
Seeing the checks brings it back. I believe Mr. Chaite was going 
out of town. The thousand-dollar check was issued for trav3 ex- 


penses, 


which it states. I believe these checks were cashed both at 


the same time, as I remember that. 

Mr. Simon. What was the $500 for? 

Mr. Stuckey. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. Why was it made out to cash instead of being made out 
to him like the first one ? 

Mr. Stucivey. I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You are certain you were with him at the bank and he 
got the cash ? 

Mr. Stuckey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Now, I show you a check dated October 12, 1950, pay- 
able to the order of Arthur Chaite for $5,796.40, and it bears his 
endorsement on the back and below that there appears your name. 
Is that your endorsement ? 

Mr. Stuckey. That’s correct, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do you recall that incident? 

Mr. Stuckey. No, sir; I don’t. 

Mr. Simon. That is an odd number. Wliat is it? 

Mr. Stuckey. $5,796.40. 

The Chairman. What is the date of it? 

Mr. Stuckey. October 12, 1950. 

The Chairman. That was just 2 days before you cashed the $500 
and the $1,000 check ; wasn’t it? 

Mr. Stuckey. Yes, sir; but I don’t remember this one. 

Mr. Simon. You have no recollection of that at all ? 

Mr. Stuckey. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Is that your name on it? 

Mr. Stuckey. That’s correct, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Is that your signature ? 

Mr. Stuckey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did you sign that check ? 

Mr. Stuckey. That’s correct, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do you recall where you were when you signed it? 

Mr. Stuckey. At Riggs Bank, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat was your salary at that time, Mr. Stuckey ? 

Mr. Stuckey. I believe I was making $75 or $80 a week. 

Mr. Simon. This is about 15 months°salary for you, isn’t it? 

Mr. Stuckey. That’s correct, sir. 

ch^k?^^^^ don’t even recall signing your name on the 

No, sir, I don’t, because I was paymaster on Fridays 

checks for the Woodner Co. I believe in the year 1950 

the Woodner was under construction, in the amount of $80,000. 

VAi course, that wasn’t a payroll check that you have in 

journand. 
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Mr. Stuckey. No, sir, it was not and on the other hand I was doing 
all the going between the bank and the office for the Woodner com- 
panies. 

The Chairman. How is it you can remember the $1,000 and $500 
check and 6an’t remember a $5,970 check? 

Mr. Stuckey. I believe, sir, Mr. Chaite was trying to make an air- 
plane on that day that he cashed the two checks. 

The Chairman. Then we send up another check, here, dated Octo- 
ber 12 — what is the date of the big check ? 

Mr. Stuckey. October 12, sir. 

The Chairman. Now, we send up a check dated October 12, 1950, 
and ask if that is your signature on the back and Mr. Chaite’s signa- 
ture, and who got that $500. That is the same date as your big check 
for $5,000. Is that yonr si gnature ? 

Mr. Stuckey. That is my signature. 

The Chairman. Did you get the money ? 

Mr. Stuckey. No, sir ; I passed the money to Mr. Chaite. 

Mr. Simon. Do you remember that? 

Mr. Stuckey. No, sir ; I don’t. I don’t remember this check at all. 

Mr. Simon. Will you compare the check numbers of the $5,000 
check and the $500 check ? 

Mr. Stuckey. They are three checks apart, sir. 

The Chairman. Who signed each of them ? 

Mr. Stuckey. The $500 check dated October 12 is made out— the 
$500 — is made out by Mrs. E. H. Macy. 

The Chairman, is the big one made out by ? 

Mr. Stuckey. By Mrs. V, Lucille Reeves. 

The Chairman. And they are both the same date? 

Mr. Stuckey. That’s correct, sir. 

The Chairman. And they are just two numbers apart; is that 
correct? 

Mr. Stuckey. That’s correct, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Stuckey, you know enough about bank stamps to 
know those checks were actually cashed at the Riggs Bank. 

Mr. Stuckey. Yes, sir. I see the hole where they were spindled on 
the teller’s spindle. 

Mr. Simon. They were deposited at the Riggs Bank as distinguished 
from some other bank. 

Mr. Stuckey. That’s correct. 

Mr. Simon. And you can sit there and say you haven’t any idea 
who got that money on October 12, 1950 ? 

Mr. Stuckey. The money was given to Mr. Chaite, sir. 

The Chairman. The money was given to Mr. Chaite ? 

Mr. Stuckey. That’s correct. 

Mr. Simon. Do you recall that? 

Mr. Stuckey. That’s correct. 

Mr. Simon. Nov^ you do recall the incident? • 

Mr. Stuckey. I don’t' recall the incident, sir, because I never 
received any money myself. 

Mr. Simon. How do you know it was Mr. Chaite who got the 
proceeds of those checks? 

Mr. Stuckey. Because on several occasions — these several occa- 
sions he was with me at the bank, sir. ' 
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Mr. Simon. Do you have an independent recollection of that, or 
are you saying that merely because his name is on the check ? 

Ml’. Stuckey. No, sir, because I met him on several occasions. 
Whether those ocasions coincide with the date of the checks and when 
they were cashed, I do not recollect, sir. 

Mr. SiMpN. When you met him at the bank, was it always for the 
purpose of identifying him to cash a check? 

Mr. Stuckey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. What was he going to do with that money? 

Mr. Stuckey. I do not know, sir, because his dealings with Mr. 
Woodner at times were not brought into the office and not aired between 
Mr. Holiday and myself. 

Ml’. Simon. Were they on a sort of secret level? 

Mr. Stuckey. I wouldn’t call it secret, sir, but you might say it 
would be the same as the relationship between Mr. and Mrs. Woodner 
at the time of their divorce. We didn’t know in the office about 
Mr. and Mrs. Woodner splitting up until we read about it in the 
newspaper. 

Mr. oiMON. Did you know that there was $87,000 w'orth of detec- 
tives on the payrolls when he was having his divorce troubles ? 

Mr. Stuckey. I did not know that, but at the time we were paying 
private detective fees to have the payroll guarded. 

Mr. Simon. To have the payroll guarded ? 

Mr. Stuckey. That’s correct. 

Mr. Simon. You could have had Brinks Express guard it for less 
than $87,000. 

Mr. Stuckey. It wasn’t my jurisdiction to say who would guard 
the payroll, and that was a company, you might say, “mismanage- 
ment.” 

The Chairman. Your testimony is unequivocally that Mr. Chaite 
received the $5,960? 

Mr. Stuckey. That’s correct, sir. 

The Chairman. And he received it in cash i 

Mr. Stucicey. That’s correct. 

The Chairman. The check was cashed at the Riggs National Bank, 
you endorsed it, and he received the money ? 

Mr. Stuckey, That’s correct. 

Mr. Simon. And you have no idea what he did with the money? 

Mr. Stuckey. No, sir; I don’t. 

The Chairman. The records show that you signed a lot of other 
checks and received cash on them. 

Mr. Stuckey. That’s correct, sir, because I went several times a day 
to the Riggs Bank, and I was known at the bank. 

Mr. Simon. There were other checks that you endorsed that were 
drawn to cash, and you are the only endorser on them. 

Mr. Stuckey. I do not remember them, sir. I do not recollect what 
tn^ were for, or why they were given to me to be cashed. 

The Chairman. Will you take our word for it or shall we eo and 
get the checks? ^ 

You remember cashing a lot of checks for cash, don’t you ? 

Mr. Stuckey. Yes, sir. 

Ihe Chairman. T\^at did you do with the cash, take it back and 
give It to Mr. Woodner ? 






3648 


FHA INVESTIGATION 


Mr. Stuckey. The cash was probably returned to the office and 
turned over to somebody in the office. 

Mr. Simon. The cash? 

Mr. Stuckey. Yes ; the cash was taken back. 

The Chairman. Do you know, as the assistant general manager out 
there, why they needed so much cash or used so much cash? 

Mr. Stuckey. No, sir; I don’t. 

The Chairman. You do not know what they did with it? 

Mr. Stuckey. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Incidentally, the payroll records back prior to 1952 -were 
missing. Do you know where they are ? 

Mr. Stuckey. No, sir ; I do not. 

Mr. Simon. Were they there when you left? 

Mr. Stuckey. To the best of nw knowledge, they were, sir. I left 
the company in, I believe it was, December of 1951. I went with the 
people I am presently working for, and then I went in the Army, in 
June 1952, and I have had very little to do with the Woodner Co., with 
the exception of a few people I happen to know there and have seen 
since then. 

Mr. Simon. Can you give us any more help on what happened to all 
' this cash that was around there? 

Mr. Stuckey. No, sir; I can’t. I can tell you that Mr. Woodner 
was the victim of large thefts on his projects. I know of several 
instances. 

Mr. Simon. Are you talking about cash or physical properties? 

Mr. Stuckey. Physical properties, sir. 

Mr, Simon. We are talking about the cash, though. 

Mr. Stuckey. No, sir, I don’t Imow what happened to these cash 
sums. I do not know wnether they were taken for expense money or 
what happened to the money I brought back. 

Mr. Simon. When you went to the bank to cash a check for $2,500 
or $5,000, did anybody ever tell you what it was for ? 

Mr. Stuckey. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Did you ever see Mr. Powell in the offices of the 
Woodner? 


Mr. Stuckey. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Do you know Mr. Powell ? 

Mr. Stuckey. I believe I would know him if I saw him, sir. 

T’he Chairman. Did you ever carry any messages to him ? 

Mr. Stuckey. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Thank you, Mr. Stuckey. You might remain 
around if you will, until we recess today. If you will, please. 

Mr. Stuckey. All right, sir. 

The Chairman. Now is Mr. Chaite ready? If not our next witness 
will Be Mr. Alex Kornman of the Shelby Construction Co. Mr. Korn 
man 

Is Marshall Diggs present? 

^No response.) 

The Chairman. Will you be sworn, Mr. Kornman ? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 
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testimony of ALEX J. KORNMAN, PARK CHESTER, NEW ORLEANS, 
LA., ACCOMPANIED BY JOHN D. MARTIN AND LOUIS CLAVERIE— 
Resumed 

Mr. Kornman. I do. 

The Chairman. Will you please be seated and give your full name 
and address to the official r^orter ? 

Mr. Kornman. Alex J. Kornman, New Orleans, La. 

The Chairman. You may proceed. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Kornman, you are the vice president, is it, of the 
Shelby Construction Co. ? 

Mr. Kornman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Shelby Construction Co. is a New Orleans corporation ? 
Mr. Kornman. It is a Louisiana corporation, yes, sir. 

Mr, Simon. Did the Shelby Construction Co. create 11 wholly 
owned subsidiary corporations which were the builders of the 11 proj- 
ects in the Park Chester group ? 

Mr. Kornman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Each corporation built one square block of buildings? 
Mr. Kornman. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Simon. There were 1 1 blocks of buildings ? 

Mr. Kornman. That is correct. 

Mr. Simon. lATiat was the capital stock of each of those 11 cor- 
porations? 

Do you recall, Mr, Kornman, what the capital stock was ? 

Mr. Kornman. Not from memory, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Was it more than $1,000 in each company ? 

Mr, Kornman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat was the cash that you put in each of them? 

Mr. Kornman. $163,600. 

Mr. Simon. In the 11 companies ? 

Mr. Kornman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And then Shelby built the buildings ; is that right ? 
Mr. Kornman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. The Government gave you a $10,800,000 mortgage to 
those 11 companies ? 

Mr. Kornman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And it was only the 11 companies that had $163,000 of 
capital, that signed the mortgages ; is that right? 

Mr. Kornman. In addition to the land that was transferred in there 
for stock; yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. My question was whether it was only the 11 corpora- 
tions with $163,000 of capital that signed the mortgages. 

Mr. Kornman. I don^t quite understand your question. 

Mr. Simon. Have you ever seen a mortgage ? 

Mr. Kornman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Somebody agrees to pay the money back ; is that right? 
Mr. Kornman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Was it anybody other than these 11 corporations, with 
® stock of $163,000, that agreed to pay back the money? 

Mr. Kornman. No, sir. The corporations signed the mortgages. 
Mr. Simon. Just the subsidiary corporations signed the mortgages ^ 
Mr. Kornman. Yes, sir. 




FHA INVESTIGATION 


Mr, Simon. Slielby didn’t sign ? 

Mr.KoRNMAN. No, sir. , i, i i 

Mr. Simon. Wlien the buildings were built, do your ^oks show 

that you had $1,746,000 of the mortgage loan left over in Shelby? 

Mr. Kornman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And none of the mortgage money left over was in these 

11 corporations? i .. 

Mr. Kornman. Our books do reflect a sum of $36,712 that was left 

in the corporation. xi i. • j xi 

Mr. Simon. $346,000 was left in the 11 corporations that signed the 

mortgage; is that right? . . ^ « 

Mr Kornman. Not in the 11 corporations ; in 2 or 3 corporations 

of the 11. 

Mr. Simon. And nothing in tlie others ? 

Mr. Kornman. That is right. 

Mr, Simon. So the total in the 11 corporations was $36,000 ^ 

Mr. Kornman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And $1,^46,188, according to your computation, was 
left in Shelby? 

Mr. Kornman. Yes, sir. z? x v- j 

Mr. Simon. Then, about 2 years later— let me say hrst, i ou tiled a 

consolidated income-tax return ? 

Mr. Kornman. Yes, sir. ^ nnn 9 

Mr. Simon. So you paid no income tax on this $l,(4b,oooj 

Mr. Kornman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Then about 2 years later did you sell those 11 corpora- 
tions, with the $10,800,000 mortgage, for $5,000 cash? 

Mr. Kornman, And a note. , • i xi, „ 

Mr. Simon. $5,000 cash and a note for another $110,000, which they 

paid off out of the income? . i -x ir • 

Mr. Kornman. I wouldn’t Icnow how they paid it on, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Well, at least they paid it off after they were getting 

^^M^^Kornman. Well, they paid part of it off. I can’t say how they 

^^Mr! VmoN. They paid you $5,000 cash and you turned oyer to 
11 blocks of real estate and at a later date they paid a note wiucn 
totaled $110,000, or totaled $115,000, of which they paid at the time 

” Mr! Kornman. Yes, sir, but we also sold them some furniture at 

**'Mr."siMON. That wasn’t the corporation’s, but you got another 
30 or 40 thousand dollars for the furniture? 

Mr. Kornman. I believe so; yes, sir. x u nnn invpdnd 

Mr. Simon. And then the people you sold to, hold « 

plus what they paid you for the furniture, went into default, is tnai 

ri^^ht? . . 

Mr. Kornman. That ife right. ^ i nr(JD- 

Mr. Simon, i^d the Government is now foreclosmg on the p F 

erties ^ 

Mr.' Kornman. That is what I understand, sir. ,^„_taage 

Mr. Simon. In reaching your own figures °f $1,746,000, of morW 
proceeds in excess of costs, have you included an item of $J.^ , 
of overhead or operating expenses? 
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Mr. Kornman. Only for the purpose of this statement, Mr. Simon. 

Mr. Simon. Well, it you eliminate that item — if you eliminate that 
item, then the excess of mortgage proceeds over the cost, is $2,250,000 ; 
isn’t it? 

Mr. Kornman. If you do, yes, sir ; but I want to say 

Mr. Simon. In order to make sure the record is clear, the $1,746,000 
that you claim is the excess mortgage proceeds is after deducting over- 
head of $521,000? 

Mr. Kornman. ‘That is right; yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Now, included in the overhead of $521,000 is $145,000 
of officers’ salaries? 

Mr. Kornman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And that was paid to Mi*. Leader, Mr. Kapalow, and 
you; is that right? 

Mr. Kornman. I believe so but I don’t have the analysis of those 
salaries here. That was over quite a long period of time. 

Mr. Simon. Three years according to my record. 

Mr. Kornman. Then not all of it would be included in that $521,000. 

Mr. Simon. $145,000 of salaries you paid yourselves is included in 
the $521,000 of overhead; is that right? 

Mr. Kornman. I would have to check my figures, sir, to see if all of 
that was included. 

Mr. Simon. I would be glad to have you do it. 

Mr. Martin. Senator, you were not there at the time, but Shelby 
appeared at the public hearing in New Orleans, 1 month ago, and 
testified for what has now been covered here so far. That is why Mr. 
Kornman is not too well prepared. 

The Chairman. Are you questioning whether there was $145,000? 

Mr. Kornman. No, sir; I am merely questioning the distribution. 

The Chairman. Do you want to say it was just $100,000 that should 
have been charged to this account? If you are, we will compromise on 
$45,000, or $50,000. 

Mr. Kornman. That is not what I was looking up. I was merely 
trying to see how many years it covered. 

The Chairman. Well, our records show 3. Do you want to say 4? 

Mr. Kornman. Well, your records are exactly as mine. 

The Chairman. They should be ; that is the point. They are taken 
from your books. 

Mr. Kornman. If your records say 3 I will assume it is 3. 

The Chairman. I don’t think it is too important anyway. 

Mr. Simon. The thing I am particularly interested in, this record 
shows $39,237 for travel charged to this Park Chester job, and $16,030 
for entertainment charged to the Park Chester job. We have served 
you with a subpena to produce the vouchers or the bills for those 
travel and entertainment expenses. Do you have them here? 

Mr. Kornman. Mr. Simon, may I say this before 

Mr. Simon. Do you have them ? 

Mr. Kornman. I have the biggest portion of them ; yes, sir. I have 
three briefcases full of them. However, I would like to malie this 
statement, that the expenses to w’hich you make reference are not the 
expenses of these proiects, they are the expenses of the Shelby Con- 
Mr. Simon. Mr. Kornman, haye you ever seen this mimeographed 
sheet of paper that I haye in my hand ? 

BO09O — 64 — pt. 4 60 
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Mr. Kornman. Yes, sir; I certainly have. 

Mr. Simon. Who prepared that? 

Mr. Kornman. It was prepared in our office. 

Mr. Simon. Under your supervision? 

Mr. Kornman. Under my supervision ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Now, who was the man or woman who put in this 
item of $521,999.17 as overhead charged to the Park Chester job? 

Mr. Kornman. Mr. Simon, I believe we tried to explain this— 

Mr. Simon. Who put it in? 

Mr. Martin. He hasn’t finished his answer. 

The Chairman. Well, who put it in? It is your record, made up 
in your office, in your figures. 

Mr. Kornman. I put it in. Senator. 

The Chairman. Well, it belongs there, then; doesn’t it? 

Mr. Kornman. No, sir; it does not. 

The Chairman. Why did you put it in, then ? 

Mr. Kornman. May I explain this, if you please, sir? 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. Kornman. We received a request from the Federal Housing 
Administration to answer a questionnaire. Their questionnaire was 
prepared in the form shown in this statement. It is not the form that 
we use; it is not the way we charge expenses at all ; it was merely pre- 
pared for the benefit of the Federal Housing Administration in an- 
swering their questionnaire. 

Now, you cannot say that this is a Park Chester expense or any 
other e:^ense. 

The Chairman. You said it was a Park Chester expense. 

Mr. Kornman. I said it was prepared for the benefit of the Federal 
Housing Administration and follows their form. 

The Chairman. I am going to send this down to you and ask you 
if that $521,000 isn’t under the heading of ‘‘Park Chester,” $37,000 
under “Roselawn,” $329 under “St. Louis,” and $566,000 under “Clay- 
l^rne,” for a total of $1,455,085.30, operating expense, under Pai^ 
Chester, Roselawn, St. Louis, Clayborne, and under Park Chester is 
$521,999.17. 

Now that just isn’t true? 

Mr. Martin. Senator from the hearing I think I can make it very 
clear. 

Mr. Simon. Well, apparently he ought to be able to tell us. 

Mr. Martin. We have 4 hours’ worth of testimony. 

The Chairman. Let the lawyer answer it if he can. All we want 
is the facts. 

Mr. Martin. He is trying to say that 11 corporations borrowed 
money. They made construction contracts with Shelby Construction 
Co., the substance of which was that the lump sum of the loans would 
be paid to Shelby for the construction of the buildings. 

Now, he was asked, what did it cost Shelby Construction Co. to 
build the buildings. That undertakes to be a statement of what 
Shelby Construction Co.’s co.st of building the buildings was. 

He then comes to his overhead which he had in the 2 years that the 
buildings were in process of being constructed and he says that we 
have to, under approved accounting practices, allocate overhead to 
the particular jobs that were in process. 
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The Chairman. That is just exactly the way I understand it and 
he allocated $521,000 to Park Chester, $37,000 to Roselawn, $329,000 
to St. Louis, and $566,000 to Clayborne, for a total of $1,455,000. 

Mr. Martin. That is exactly right. 

The Chairman. Then, what is the argument all about? 

Mr. Martin. Well, we thought it was trying to be proved that these 
11 mortgagor corporations paid entertainment and traveling. 

Mr. Simon. Nothing could have been further from any thought 
that ever entered our mind. We have tried to make clear the exact 
opposite. 

Mr. Martin. Excuse me. 

Mr. Simon. There is no question but what all these expenses are 
the expenses of Shelby. Isn’t that right, Mr. Kornman ? 

Mr. Kornman. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Now, what we have been trying to find out from you for 
4 months is what was the cost of constructing the Park Chester proj- 
ect, and that was what FHA was trying to find out from you, what 
was the cost of constructing the Park Chester project? And you say 
the windfall was only $1,750,000 because you want to include a half a 
million dollars of overhead. That should be included if it is Park 
Chester overhead. It should not be included if it wasn’t Park Chester 
overhead and we have been trying to find out on what basis you 
include the $39,000 of travel, the $16,000 of entertainment, the $145,000 
of officers’ salaries and so on, to Park Chester. 

Now, are those Park Chester costs. 

Mr. Kornman. They are costs of doing business. 

Mr. Simon. Are they Park Chester costs ? 

Mr. Kornman. They are costs of the Shelby Construction Co. 
during which time Shelby Construction Co. was constnicting those 
buildings. 

Mr. Simon. Are they costs of construction of Park Chester ? 

Mr. Kornman. They are 

The Chairman. The answer has to be “Yes.” 

Mr. Kornman. It has to be. Certainly. 

Mr. Simon. If they are costs of the construction of Park Chester, 
then we want to know what they are. 

Mr. Kornman. I don’t understand your question. 

Mr. Simon. They are either costs of construction of Park Chester 
or they are not. 

Mr. Kornman. Well, they are. 

Mr. Simon. We have agreed on that. Now what are they? 

^ ou have the vouchers there for this entertainment and travel. 

Mr. Kornman. I gave you photostatic copies. 

Mr. Simon. You have not given us a photostatic copy of a single 


Mr. Kornman. Let me finish, sir. 

1 gave you copies of a schedule that I prepared, listing: each 
payment. r j b 


Mr. Simon. But our subpena called for the vouchers. 

Mr. Kornman. Yes, sir. But you are asking me to tell you what 
I have a number of invoices. 

Mr. Simon. You do have the vouchers there? 

Mr. Kornman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. May we have them, please? 
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* Mr. Kornman. Do you want all of them, sir ? 

Mr. Simon. I want the $16,000 worth of vouchers on entertainment 
and the $39,000 of vouchers on travel. 

Mr. Kornman. I have them altogether for the years involved in 
folders. 

The Chairman. Suppose you give them up and give them to Mr. 
McManus, who has been loaned to this committee by the General 
Accounting Office. 

Mr. Simon. Now, Mr. Kornman, during the time this Park Chester 
project was being constructed, where did Mr. Kapalow live? 

Mr. Kornman. He lived in New Orleans. 

Mr. Simon. Yes. Where? 

Mr. Kornman. On Mirabeau Avenue. 

Mr. Simon. MHio owned the house that he lived in ? 

Mr. .Kornman. Shelby Construction. 

Mr. Simon. Did he pay any rent on it? 

Mr. Korman. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did he pay any interest on the investment or anything 
else? 

Mr. Kornman. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. After the project was built, did the Shelby Construc- 
tion Co. build a house for Mr. Kapalow ? 

Mr. Kornman. Will you repeat that question ? 

Mr. Simon. Did the Shelby Construction Co. build a house for Mr. 
Kapalow ? 

Mr. Kornman. After the 

Mr. Simon. My question is, did they build a house for Mr. Kapalow? 

Mr. Kornman. Mr. Kapalow built the house in New Orleans. 

Mr. Simon. Did he build it himself? 

Mr. Kornman. Yes, sir ; he built it himself. 

Mr. Simon. With his own hands ? 

Mr. Kornman. No ; he supervised the building of it. 

Mr. Simon. Didn’t Shelby Construction Co. build it? 

Mr. Kornman. Shelby Construction Co. paid the bills and he reim- 
bursed Shelby. 

Mr. Simon. Let’s get one thing at a time. Did Shelby Construction 
Co. pay all the bills ? 

Mr. Kornman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And they totaled how much ? Was it $354,000 ? 

Mr. Kornman. If that is the figure you got from the New Orleans 
testimony, that is right. 

Mr. Simon. Do you Imow how much it cost ? 

Mr. Kornman. I would say that is about right ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Has Mr. Kapalow reimbursed Shelby for that? 

Mr. Kornman. Yes, .sir. 

Mr. Simon. What is that date of the check ? 

Mr. Kornman. Well, there were a number of checks. He reim- 
bursed it over a period of time. 

Mr. Simon. Where did he get the money ? 

Mr. Kornman. He got the money from the liquidation of certain or 
his assets. 

Mr. Simon. What as.sets? 

Mr. Kornman. Well, we liquidated a number of corporations. 

Mr. Simon. What corporations? 
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Mr. Kornman. I haven’t got those with me, sir, I don’t have them — 
I mean I can think of about four right offhand. 

Mr. Simon. Let me ask you today the same question I asked you 
on Monday — you have had 4 days now to answer — when Mr. Kapalow 
went to New Orleans in 1948, his financial statement shows that his 
total assets were less than $300,000. After going to New Orleans, he 
never paid himself a dime in dividends and Iiis salaries from Shelby 
were very modest salaries. They bought out their third partner for 
$315,000 and built the house for $354,000 and he made substantial 
investments in seven other corporations and are listed on the Dun 
& Bradstreet report that you and I have gone over many times. 
If there were no dividends paid and the salaries were so modest, where 
did Mr. Kapalow get that money ? 

Mr. Kornman. That is a long, involved question, Mr. Simon, and I 
would like to take it a little slowly so I could answer it. 

The Chairman. Maybe Mr. Kapalow ought to answer that. 

Mr. Martin. I think he did, in great length. 

The Chairman. You are the vice president of the company ? 

Mr. Kornman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Isn’t it a fact that this house was paid for merely by 
charging his account on the books of the company with it ? 

Mr, Kornman. No, sir. 

The Chahiman. You haven’t yet shown us, have you, where he paid 
for it himself ? 

Mr. Kornman. I believe I did, Senator. Mr. Bard from your 
office was at my office and I showed him, as I recall 

The Chairman. You showed him an entry on your books which 
shows that you charged it to Kapalow’s account, but you never showed 
where Kapalow paid for it. 

Mr. Kornman. Mr. Chairman, if you will let me finish, please, 
sir. 

The Chairman. Maybe he still owes Shelby Construction for it. 
Does he? 

Mr. Kornman. No, sir, he doesn’t. 

Mr. Sdvion. Where did he get the money to pay for it ? 

Mr. Kornman. If you will give me time to tell it. 

The Chairman. Proceed. 

Mr. Kornman. When Mr. Bard was in my office I think I spent 
about an hour and a half with him and showed him tlie exact transac- 
tion, how it occurred on our books. I showed him where funds were 
put in by Mr. Kapalow from time to time to reduce his account. 

Mr. Simon. Wliere did he get the money ? 

Mr. Kornman. He got the money from bank loans, he got the 
money from liquidation of colorations. 

Mr. Simon. What corporations? 

The Chairman. J ust give us one. 

Mr. Kornman. One was Delta Lumber & Supply Co. It had a net 
^^th of around $90,000, as I recall. 

Mr. Simon. How much cash did he get out of the liquidation of 
that company ? 

Mr. Kornman. He would have gotten about 

Mr. Simon. Hotv much cash did he get, not how much he would 
have gotten? 
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Mr. Kornman. Mr. Simon, I don’t remember those figures but he 
got-^ — 

Mr. Simon. Let me remind you of your testimony that he got no 
cash out of the liquidation but that it was a swap and that the lumber 
finally ended up in Shelby. Do you recall that? 

Mr. Kornman. No, Mr. Simon, you are confusing two different sit- 
uations altogether. 

Mr. Simon. How much cash did he get out of that? 

Mr. Kornman. He got either the cash or the assets of the corpora- 
tion, which should have been equivalent to cash at that time, bemuse 
it was strictly a trading corporation. 

Mr. Simon. How much cash did he get? 

Mr. Kornman. If I had my books and records here I could tell you, 
sir. 

The Chairman. I don’t think we are getting anyplace here, so I 
think I shall ask the Greneral Accounting Office to 

Mr. Simon. It is primarily a matter for the collector of internal 
revenue anyway. Senator. 

The Chairman. I think I shall ask the General Accounting Office 
to audit the books and then we will be able to get the facts. 

Mr. Martin. May I state for Mr. Kapalow that his income-tax re- 
turns for those years have been audited — every item, as I understand— 
and there has been a final adjustment with the tax department. 

The Chairman. Did he pay the tax people more money than his 
returns called for? 

Mr. Martin. The reason I state that. Senator, is that I would hate 
for there to be an inference left that perhaps the head of this lar^ie 
construction company, with millions of dollars’ worth of construction 
in progress that has no connection with FHA, if the inference were 
left that possibly he was guilty of something. 

The Chairman. We don’t want to leave any inference. We just 
want to aslv the question. We have asked some questions, here, and 
we don’t seem to be able to get the answer and I can well under- 
stand how you wouldn’t be able to remember some of them, so we 
will just ask the General Accounting Office to look into the records 
and give us a report on the situation. 

Mr. Simon. Senator, I think it would be unfair to leave Mr. Mar- 
tion’s statement unanswered, because it is not accurate. The fact is 
that the Internal Kevenue Service right now is auditing these returns. 

The Chairman. If they haven’t, they will be. 

Mr. Simon. I can assure you that Shelby’s tax returns are right 
now being audited by the Internal Revenue Service. 

The Chairman. Let’s not get into that. We don’t want to do 
anything here that is going to be harmful and yet we want the facts. 
Sometimes they are not easy to get and there is a rather complicated 
matter, so I think we will just ask the General Accounting Office to 
check into it and give us a report. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Kornman, on March 18, 1948, did the Shelby Con- 
struction Co. enter into a conti’act \vith the Mississippi Valley Mort- 
gage Co., Inc., for financing the Park I'lioater project and other 
projects it might build in New Orleans? 

Mr. Kornman. Yes, sir. 
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Mr* Simon. And does that contract provide that Shelby is to pay 
Mississippi Valley an amount equal to 3 percent of the principal 
amount of any loan insured by FHA, under section 608 ? 

Mr. Kornman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Wliat was the amount that the FHA regulations pro- 
vided for as the financing charges ? 

Mr. ]VL\rtin. Senator, that addresses itself to a legal question and 
I have here the regulation. The regulation says that the mortgagee 
may charge the mortgagor the transaction. “Such initial service 
charge may be an amount not in excess of 1.6 percent of the original 
principal amount of the mortgage.” 

I would like to make it crystal clear that the mortgagees in these 
cases were banks and insurance companies and that there is no regu- 
lation that I know of that says that a mortgage-loan broker, in a 
bona fide transaction, cannot enter into an agreement and a contract. 

The Chairman. I think I am inclined to agree with you, and this 
contract that you entered into with the Mississippi Mortgage Co. was 
simply — was beyond the percent, and had no particular connec- 
tion with that end of it, but it was simply an aciclition to the I 1/2 
percent that the mortgagees would charge. 

You may proceed, then. 

Mr. SnviON. What was Mississippi Valley supposed to do for this 3 
percent? 

Mr. Kornman. Mississippi Valley 

Mr. Simon. Let me ask you, first. Who was the mortgagee in these 
Pai*k Chester loans, in the FHA applications ? 

Mr. Kornman. Irving Trust was the original mortgagee. 

Mr. Simon. Did they make the loans? 

Mr. Kornman. No, sir; Irving Trust backed out of the loan. 

Mr. Simon. Did you then amend your application to substitute 
someone else ? 


Mr. Kornman. They were subsequently assigned to the Hibernia 
National Bank in New Orleans. 

Mr. Simon. And it was the mortgagee ? 

Mr. Kornman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And in addition to Irving Trust Co. first and Hibernia 
National Bank later, the Mississippi Vafley Trust Co. did some danc- 
ing work for you ; is that right ? 

Mr. Kornman. Mississippi Valley Mortgage Co. arranged the 
nnancing for us after the Irving Trust refused to do it. 

is the Mississippi Valley Mortgage Co. — ^is 
tiiat the company that you entered into this contract with ? 

Mr. Kornman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And who owns Mississippi Valley — who owned it then? 

Mr. Kor^ At that time it was owned by E. H. Crump, Jr., and 
some of his associates. 

The Chairman. And what was the capital stock of this Mississippi 
Mortgage Co. ? 

Mr. Kornman. $10,000. 

^0 Chairman.- And when was it organized ? 

Mr. Kornman. It was organized in 1947. 

Chairman. 1947. 

Was It organized for the specific purpose of handling mortgages 

d rendering services to the Shelby Construction Co. ? 
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Mr. Kornman. Yes, sir; I believe so. It was organized for that 
purpose. 

The Chairman. And the agreement was that they were to get 3 per- 
cent of whatever the total amount of the mortgages were that Shelby 
Construction later secured ? 

Mr. Kornman. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Now, this company, you say it was organized by 
Mr. Crump ; is he the president? 

Mr. Kornman. E. H. Crump, Jr.; yes, sir. 

The Chairman. And they put $10,000 in it? 

Mr. Kornman. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Wliat did they do for this 3 percent that they 
secured ? 

Mr. Kornman. They arranged 

The Chairman. You have already testified now that the mortgagees 
got 1% percent ? 

Mr. Kornman. No, sir ; I did not so testify. 

.The Chairman. Didn’t they get 1% percent? 

Mr. Kornman. No, sir ; they did not get 1% percent. 

The Chairman. In other words, the Mississippi Valley Mortgage 
Co. got 3 percent ? 

Mr. Kornman, That is right. 

The Chairman. It was a new corporation organized, with $10,000 
cash, to handle Shelby Construction Co.’s mortgage ? 

Mr. Kornman. That is right, sir. 

The Chairman. What did they do for the 3 percent ? 

Mr. Kornman. They organized a 

The Chairman. First- let me ask you this : Did they get 3 percent? 

M’\ Kornman. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. How much did it amount to in dollars? 

Mr. Kornman. It amounted to $290,862. 

The Chairman. That was what Shelby Construction Co. paid the 
Mississippi Mortgage Co. ? 

Mr. Kornman. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. And what did they do for it? 

Mr. Kornman. They organized a syndicate of banks to fumish 
the construction money which was not available anywhere else, at that 
time, and of course they were highly important in obtaining the 
construction bonds which were necessary, then, which were almost 
unattainable at that time. 

Mr. Simon. WTiv was this money in these bonds so unattainable? 

Mr. Kornman. Primarily due to the mortgage market, then, and 
to the unfamiliarity of people with the section 608 program. 

Mr. Simon. Is it your testimony that Mr. Crump, Jr., was able to 
get you something which was otherwise unattainable? 

Mr. Kornman. W’ell, virtually unattainable because we ourselves 
were unable to obtain it because we had been turned down by a number 
of banks. 

Mr. Martin. Mr. Simon, I am sure you mean from bonding com- 
panies and banks ? . 

Mr. Simon. I am just asking him. I don’t know anything about it. 

Mr. Kornman. WHiat I should have said is that we ourselves were 
unable to arrange the financing and we had to get someone who knew 
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how to do it, and was able to arrange the financing, and Mississippi 
Valley Mortgage Co., through E. H. Crump, Jr., was able to do so. 

The Chairman. Now, Mississippi Valley Mortgage Co. — who owns 
it, todiw ? 

Mr. Kornman. Shelby Construction Co. owns it, sir. 

The Chairman. Wlien did you buy it? 

Mr. Kornman. We bought it in October of 1950. 

The Chairman. October 1950, and it was organized in 1947? 

Mr. Kornman. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. And what did you pay for it ? 

Mr. Kornman. We paid $383,000 for it. 

The Chairman. $383,000 ? 

Mr. Kornman. That is correct. 

The Chapman. And you own it today ? 

Mr. Kornman. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. In other words, you paid $383,000 for the original 
investment that they made of $10,000 in capital stock ? 

Mr. Kornman. No, sir; not exactly. 

The Chairman. Tell us wherein that is wrong. 

Mr, Kornman. Mississippi Valley Mortgage Co. was engaged in 
arranging financing for somewhere around $32 million worth of 
mortgage loans. 

The Chairman. And you agi-eed to pay them 3 percent? 

Mr. Kornman. Not on all of it. 

The Chairman. Well, the contract said three. Maybe you didn’t 
pay them on all of it. 

Mr. Kornman. That is just the first contract. 

Mr. Simon. Were all of those mortgage loans with Shelby? 

Mr. Kornman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Mississippi Valley never did any business with any- 
body except Shelby ? 

Mr. Kornman. No, sir ; not to my Icnowledge. 

Mr. Simon. And was all of the Shelby business, FHA business? 

Mr. Kornman. At that time ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. That $32 million worth is all FHA business, with 
Shelby ? 

Mr. Kornman. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Now your Shelby Construction Co. bought out 
capital stock in the mortgage company for $383,000, about 3 years 
later? 

Mr. Kornman. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Stock that cost the mortgage company $10,000 ? 

Mr. Kornman. Well, less whatever earnings they had during that 
period. 

The Chairman. You just said you paid the moi'tgage company 
$-83,000 for $293,000, as 3 percent on the mortgage. Then you paid 
tlieni another $383,000 when you bought them out. 

1 presume the mortgage company had a lot of cash on hand when 
y‘^^y^^^^’<'hased it from the stockholders, did it not? 

Mr. Kornman. No, sir, it didn’t It didn’t have the cash on hand 
clause at that time most of these assets were invested in loans in 
^ C5o. 

The Chairman. I see. This same mortgage company that Mr. 

loaned the money back to Snelbv Construction ? 

Mr. Kornman. Yes. 
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The Chairman. Then it really belonged to Shelby Construction all 
the time, didn’t it ? 

Mr. Kornman. No, sir. 

Mr. Martin. Senator, could I once again make a statement? 

The Chairman. Well, why would this mortgage company be loan- 
ing all or most of the money, you just said, back to the Shelby Con- 
struction Co. ? 

Mr. Kornman. Tri our contract with Mississippi Valley Mortgage 
Co., over this period of time, they had been permitted to lend us over 
$1,300,000. 

The Chairman. You mean they had agreed to secure it for you? 

Mr. Kornman. No, sir; to lend it to us. 

The Chairman. All right, but they couldn’t loan $1 million if they 
only had $10,000 themselves, they had to borrow it from somebody 
,else. 

Mr. Martin. That is right. 

Mr. Kornman. That is right, but, they were committed to lend us 
that much money and they did lend it to us or the biggest portion of it, 
at the time that we bought it — at the time we bought Mississippi Valley 
Mortgage Co,, Shelby Construction Co. owed Mississippi Valley Mort- 
gaere Co., I think it was $3.50,000, which was virtually all of its assets. 

The Chairman. Well, let me see, then. 

The point is that Mississippi Mortgage Co. was organized 100 per- 
cent to handle the mortgages for Shelby. 

They proceeded to do it for a period of 3 years at the end of which 
time you bought them out for some $393,000. 

They started out with $10,000 cash. At times they were instrumen- 
tal in borrowing themselves, $1 million which they loaned to you and 
now v’ou own the mortgage company as well as Shelby Construction? 
Are those the facts? 

Mr. Martin. Senator, I might add to it, that the total amount re- 
ceived by Ed Crump, Jr., and his associate stockholders — ^he was the 
principal stockholder in the merger — the total amount received from 
all sources bv them was the $383,000 for the ^ck in the sale of Shelby. 
That included arranging $32 million in loans for 29 projects, pd it 
included a loan by Mississippi Valley Mortgage Co., of $1 million of 
its own funds that had nothing to do with FHA. 

The Chairman. You mean funds it had borrowed? 

Mr. Kornman. Funds it had borrowed ? 

The Chairman. And loaned to you ? 

Mr. Kornman. That is right. It had been borrowed from banks and 
other financial sources. 

The Chairman. And paid interest on it, of course, in addition to 
this $393,000? It received interest from Shelby Construction Co.? 

Mr. Martin. Well, Shelby, when it bought Mississippi Valley, got 
back everything it paid into Missisippi. 

The Chairman. Well, let me say this : 

The interest we have in'this is the fact that the mortgage company 
was organized for the specific purpose of handling Shelby’s business. 
That is all it did handle. Later Shelby purchased all the stock in it, 
and the stockholder, Mr. Crump and his associates got out. 

Mr. Martin. And Shelby thought, and the numerous banks that 
participated thought, that Shelby had gotten the services, and ar- 
ranged these loans cheaply. 
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The Chairman. Well, thank you very much. 

That will be all. 

Now is Mr. Dig^ present ? 

Mr. Marshall Diggs ? 

Mr. Diggs, will you be sworn, please ? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony ^mu are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? 


TESTIMONY OF MARSHALL DIGGS, WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Diggs, you are a lawyer in the District of Colum- 
bia, here ? 

Mr. Diggs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Diggs. I do. 

The Chairman. Give your full name and address to the reporter. 
Mr. Diggs. Mr. Marshall Diggs, 1025 Connecticut Avenue. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know Richard McCormack? 

Mr. Diggs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Have you had some business dealings with him ? 

Mr. Diggs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Did he bring you a total of 12 clients interested in 
Wlierry Act projects? 

Mr. Diggs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And each one of those clients paid a fee of $5,000? 

Mr. Diggs. They did, but 1 of them was returned entirely and 4 of 
them were partially returned. 

Mr. Simon. But initially each of the 12 clients paid a fee of $5,000 ? 
Mr. Diggs. They did. 

Mr. Simon. And Mr. McCormack brought each of them to you ? 

^Ir. Dkjgs. Yes, sir. That is, to me and my associate, Mr. Tarnay. 
Mr. Simon. And your other arrangement was that 50 percent of 
whatever fees you had were paid to McCormack? 

Mr. Diggs. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And he was paid 50 percent of each of those fees ? 

Mr. Diggs. He was. 

Mr. Simon. Did you pay him approximately $27,500 ? 

Mr. Diggs. Well, whatever $2,500 times 12 is. 

Mr. Simon. Well, $2,500 times 12 would be $30,000. 

Mr. Diggs. And one of them was returned. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Simon. So that would be $27,500 ? 

Mr. Diggs. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Now, do you know what Mr. McCormack told these 
people that he sold on permitting him to bring you this Wherry Act 
problem ? 

Mr. Diggs. I do not, sir. 

Mr. Simon. I take it you have heard but that is hearsay, the things 
that were told to you ? 

Mr. Diggs. It is. 

• Mr. Simon. All you know is that he brought them to you and you 
selected the $5,000 fees and in a couple cases returned it, and paid him 
percent, or $27,500 ? 

Mr. Diggs. That is right, sir. 
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Mr. Simon. And of the 12 Wlierry Act cases that he brought, in 
any of them, was a commitment issued by FHA ? 

Mr. Diggs. It was not. 

The Chairman. No commitments were issued? 

Mr, Diggs. No, sir. 

The Chairman. So $60,000 was collected for services, and no com- 
mitments were issued? 

Mr. Diggs. On none of his cases. 

Tlie Chairman, And you paid him $27,500 ? 

Mr. Diggs. That is right, sir. 

The Chairman. It was not a loan? 

Mr. Diggs. It was not a loan. 

The Chairman. It was his fees for bringing these people to youl 

Mr. Diggs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do you know of any basis for his saying that the 
$27,500 was a loan, other than the fact that he had not included it in 
the tax returns ? 

Mr. Diggs. I do not, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Thank you, sir. 

The Chairman. Any questions? 

Thank you very much, Mr. Diggs. 

Mr. Traub, please come forward. 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help voii 
God? 

TESTIMONY OF ABRAHAM TRAUB, EARRAGUT GARDENS, BROOK- 
LYN, N. Y., ETC., ACCOMPANIED BY ARTHUR SCHEINBEKG, 

COUNSEL — Resumed 

Mr. Tratjb. I do. 

The Chairman. Give your name and address to the reporter, and 
the gentleman with you is your attorney, is he? 

Mr. Traub. Abraham Traub, 1620 Avenue I, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Mr. Scheinberg. Arthur Scheinberg, of New York City. 

Mr, Chairman, may I make a statement for the record ? 

The Chairman. You may. 

Mr. Scheinberg. I would like the record to indicate that Mr. Traub 
didn’t learn until approximately 10 : 30 this morning that the com- 
mittee desired his presence here this afternoon. Just as soon as he 
learned of that desire, he communicated with Mr. Walter, of your 
staff, and despite the fact that no subpen a had been seiwed, we 
arranged the nrst flight we could, to come down here and present 
ourselves before this committee. 

The Chairman. You were here in plenty of time; thank you sir. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Traub, we have previously asked you a number 
of questions with respect to your dealings with clients who bad 
section 608 applications before the Federal Housing Administration, 
and as you know, this started with the Farragut Gardens project. 

Last week in New York, the chairman directed you to surrender 
certain books and records to the General Accounting Office, who have 
since made a partial audit, or at least as much as the intervening time 
permitted. 
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Your income-tax return for the calendar year 1950 listed $80,958.42, 
as “miscellaneous expense for clients.” 

The General Accounting Office has broken that down and finds that 
$60,252.38 of that sum was disbursed by checks payable to cash. The 
checks include a check on September 6, 1950, payable to cash for 
$8,000 for which there is no record anywhere in your books as to who 
got the money or what it was for, or at least the General Accounting 
Office can find none, and it was charged for “miscellaneous expense 
for clients.” 

Can you tell us what that is ? 

Mr. Traub. Well, to the best of my knowledge and recollection, as 
I previously testified, Mr. Simon, those are sums paid on account of 
past indebtedness, and guaranties. 

Mr. Simon. In your income-tax returns you took credit for an item 
which you called “payments of obligations as guarantor,” and in the 
4-year period, 1949 through 1952, those payments, a very substantial 
number of which are to the order of cash, total $998,000. We have 
assumed that those $998,000 of payment, Avhich in your tax return 
you characterized as “payment of obligation as guarantor” were the 
payments that you were talking about as an indebtedness. 

Is that wrong ? 

Mr. Traub. It must be wrong, because most of the client’s office 
expense, which was listed as office expense was expense arrived at 
when in the early part of 1951, the office assumed certain obligations 
based on these guaranties. 

Mr. Simon. Is it 1951 ? 

Ml'. Traub. That the agreement was signed? 

Mr. Simon. I was talking to you about your 1950 tax return. 

Mr. Traub. That was also listed as office expense because they were 
based on guaranties that I had previously made. 

Mr. Simon. In 1050, Mr. Traub, or in your 1950 income-tax return, 
you took $410,718 as payments of obligations as guarantor. The 
$80,000 of miscellaneous expenses for clients, shown on your return, 
IS m addition to the $410,000 of payments on obligations as guarantor? 
Mr. Traub. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. Aren’t they different from the payments of obligations 
as guarantor? 

Mr. Traub. I don’t think so. 

Mr. Simon. Did you keep any records of the people to whom you 
owed money and the payments that you made to them? 

Mr. Traub. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. Where are those records? 

Traub. I think I have most of those records. 

Mr. Simon. We have been trying for quite some time now to get 

ne records which would show what obligations these payments to 
casn were for. 

In addition to the $8,000 one I have just read, on December 21 
onci?. payment to cash; December 20, a $2,500 payment to 

ofVfioImn! payment to cash, and so on for a total 

for clients charging all of it to “miscellaneous expenses 

^ how it was charged, but I note here a 

M indebtedness. 

1. oiMON. To whom were those payments made? 
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Mr. Traub. Most of the cash payments were made to Schoeiifeld. 

Mr. Simon. Were there Schoenfeld payments on your obligation as 
guarantor? 

Mr. Traub. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. I am not talking about those payments which your tax 
return shows total $410,000 in 1950. I am inquiring with respect to 
the $60,000 of cash payments charged as “miscellaneous expenses for 
clients.” 

Mr. Traub. They were in the same category. 

I mean they arose in the office on account of guaranties. 

Mr. Simon. How can you call those expenses for clients ? 

Mr. Traub. I didn’t call them that. I had nothing to do with the 
entries. 

Mr. Simon. You say the bookkeeper put them in wrong; is that it? 

Mr. Traub. I don’t know how they put them in. 

Mr. Simon. Don’t you ever look at your books ? 

Mr. Traub. I testified several times, I never look at those books. 

Mr. Simon. Is there any human way in whicli we can find who got 
these sums of cash in round figures, like $5,000 and $6,000 and $8,000, 
that are shown on your books as “miscellaneous expenses for clients”? 

Mr. Sgheinberg. I would suggest, Mr. Simon, that this question 
had been asked in one form or another at 3 or 4 hearings, probably 15 
or 20 times. 

The Chairman. Don’t be surprised if it isn’t asked 15 or 20 times 
more until we get the answer^ because we are entitled to tlie answer. 

Mr. Sgheinberg. I believe it has been given to the best of the wit- 
ness’ ability. 

The Chairman. You mean the witness is telling us that he does not 
know and he has no records to show ? 

Mr. Traub. I did not say that, Senator. 

The Chairman. Then what did you say ? 

Mr. Traub. I say, I am fairly sure that I have records showing the 
entire indebtedness as it originally existed February 1949, and what 
payments were made. 

Mr. Simon. Where are those records ? 

Mr. Traub. They are in my office. 

Mr. Simon. Tliey weren’t given to us previously. 

Mr. Traub. You asked for my books and records. It has notliing 
to do with my books and records, as far as the indebtedness 

Mr. Simon. What are these records? 

Mr. Traub. These are records of an indebtedness that existed prior 
to February 1949. 

Mr. Simon. And do they indicate the payments made on tliein ? 

Mr. Traub. Well, I think my accountant has all the payments that 
were made on them. 

Mr. Simon. We have had him in her^ and under oath he denies 
having any of those records. That is Mr. Greenberg ? 

Mr. Traub. That is right, 

Mr. Simon. He denies having any records. 

When did you last ask him if he had records showing who got these 
payments ? 

Mr. Traub. I haven’t asked him tliat specific question. 
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Mr. Simon. Well, Mr. Traub, you have told us many times about a 
lot of these payments to cash being on account of these indebtednesses. 

Mr. Traub. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. And with Mr. Greenberg’s help we have separated the 
collections payable to cash that you charged for income-tax purposes 
as paymente on the guaranties, from those which you took on your 
income tax, as an expense of clients, and we are, for the moment at 
least, bypassing the collection to cash that you took as payments on 
guaranties. 

We now have, at least as far as your own books are concerned^ seg- 
regated the checks to cash which you charge as expenses of clients, 
and in the year 1950 we have $60,000 in total. Now, how can we find 
out who got that specific $60,000, and what it was for ^ 

Mr. Traub. I am of the opinion that if I went through these books 
and records that I have with regard to the indebtedness that I have, 
I might be able to explain that to you. I haven’t seen these books — 
the last time I saw these books were in Mr. Wiseman’s office, and I 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Traub, we first talked to you about this matter 
in July, and you resisted all of our efforts to get the books, and it was 
only a week ago Monday that the chairman, and the other members 
of the committee, finally ordered you to give us the books. 

Mr. Traub. I don’t think that is a fact, Mr. Simon. You were 
looking only for the Farragut project. All the questions were directed 
to that. They weren’t directed to the overall picture. 

Ml*. Simon. We first asked you questions on the overall picture 
in August, in New York, in the public hearings. 

Mr. Traub. In August ; that is right. 

Mr. Simon. In July we started with Farragut. In August we went 
into all of them in public hearings. 

Mr. Traub. August 26 ; that is right. 

Mr. Simon. And we still haven’t been able to find out who got this 
money. 

Mr. Traub. Well, I have often tried to speak to you and explain 
the entire situation to you in executive session, which I did not think 
should be brought out in this manner. I have tried to do that with 
Mr. Hogue. It isn’t a thing that can be done in a 5- or 10-minute 
session. It is something that involves 5 or 10 years. 

Mr. Simon. You have been on the witness stand a total of 7 or 8 
houi-s since we started, and I understand that you say that a lot of 
this money went to a man named Schoenfeld, who is now dead, but, 
fls I understand it from you — and I would be glad to be corrected 
if I am wrong — the cash you paid to Schoenfeld is cash on account 
guarantor obligations ; is that right ? 

Mr. Traub. On account of some of them, yes. 

, We are now asking you, though, not about that cash 

for cash which on your tax return you stated was expenses 

Mr. Traub. I can’t answer that at this time, Mr. Simon, without 
records and the books. 

Mr. Simon. You can’t tell us what clients the expense was for? 

Mr. Traub. There was no expense for any client. It was all on 

account of indebtedness. 

iff the $80,000 and the 400 and some? 

Mr. Traltb. Yes, sir; all of it. 
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The Chairman. Why did you list it “miscellaneous expense for 
clients”? 


Mr. Traub. I had nothing* to do with the listings. 

The Chairman. Your bookkeeper did ? 

Mr. Traub. Apparently. I didn’t make one entry in those books, 
Senator. 

Mr. Simon. In 1952 you listed in your tax return $161,798 as pay- 
ments of obligations as guarantor, and then you listed $106,745 as 
miscellaneous office expenses.. Are you telling us that those are the 
same things, too ? 

Mr. Traub. I didn’t list them, Mr. Simon. Again I said I had 
nothing to do with the listing of the books. 

Mr. Simon. Who signed your income-tax return ? 

Mr. Traub. I did. 

Mr. Simon. Did you read it before you signed it ? 

Mr. Traub. I apparently did. 

Mr. Simon. Isn’t it fair to say that you listed them when I read 
you what is off your own income-tax return that you have signed? 

Mr. Traub. When you say “listed originally,” you didn’t mention 
income-tax returns, you were referring to the books, I assume. 

Mr. Simon. I am now talking about your 1952 income-tax return 
which lists $161,798 as “payments of obligations of guarantor,” and 
it lists $106,745 as miscellaneous office expense, and I am trying to 
find out what the $106,000 of miscellaneous office expense is about. 

Mr. Traub. I can’t tell you without making a study of it, Mr. Simon. 

Mr. Simon. Well, of course, we heard that in August or September. 

Wlien is this study going to be made? 

Of the $106,000 of miscellaneous office expense in 1952, $59,400 of 
it is checks payable to cash. Now, when can you tell us who got that 
$59,400, and what it was for? 

Mr. Traub. I imagine when I get my books back I can make a 
study of it. 

Mr. Simon. You have had your books for a number of years up 
until a week ago Monday. We have had them only 10 days. 

Mr. Traub. I haven’t looked at these books. I have told you that 
several times. 

Mr. Simon. You might not have looked at them, but you have had 
them, Mr. Traub. ^ 

Mr. Traub. Yes ; I have had them. 

The Chairman. You were the attorney for how many builders in 
New York who dealt in FHA guaranteed mortgages? 

Mr. Traub. As many as 15 or 18. But all the builders who dealt 
in FPIA mortgages, Senator, were clients of mine long before FHA. 

The Chairman. I don’t question that. I don’t question that. But 
you were the attorney for them ? 

Mr. Traub. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Did vou ever collect any funds, or did they collect 
any funds from the builders in New York for any specific purpose, like 
an association? 

Mr. Traub. Did I personally? No. 

The Chairman. Did they ever turn them over to you ? 

Mr. Traub. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Any fund over to you for that purpose? 

Mr. TitAUB. No, sir. 
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Mr. Simon. How frequently did you come down to Washington to 
see Clyde Powell? - 

Mr. Traub, I would say maybe 4, 5, 6 times a year. 

Mr. Simon. How frequently did you telephone him or did he tele- 
phone you ? 

Mr. Traub. Maybe 10, 12 times a year. 

Mr. Simon. I think you will find it is more frequently than that, 
Mr: Traub, because his office kept records of that. 

Mr. Traub. When I say maybe 10, 12 times a year, maybe sometimes 
I called him once, and some years maybe I called him 16 or 17 times, 
but on the average 10 or 12 times a year. 

Mr. Simon. Is that his calling you or you calling him '? 

Mr. Traub. Mostly my calling him. 

yir. Simon. How many times did he call you ? 

Mr. Traub. Oh, maybe 3 or 4 times a year, or 5 times. 

Mr. Simon. I would just like to ask this once more in the hope that 
we can find some solution. We have the staff of the General Account- 
ing Office, which means thousands of auditors who are available to 
the committee. 

Is there any way in this world that we can find out who got these 
sums of cash that you paid out ? 

Mr. Traub. Mr. Simon, Senator Capehart on 1 or 2 occasions has 
made a statement that he would like anybody who thinks that they 
were improperly accused to send in a letter of clients and he would 
treat it accordingly. It is my intention 

Mr. Simon. I think what he said was that anybody who felt they 
were unfairly commented on could have every opportunity to come 
down and be heard and tell their side of the story. 

Mr. Traub. I don’t know about being heard, but he said if they 
sent in a letter it would be given proper 

The Chairman. I said it, and I mean it. 

Mr Traub. Senator, I intend, when I get these books back, to 

spend the next couple of weeks after that to prepare my statement 
lor you. 

The Chairman. Let me say this, then : Will you promise me that if 
we will assign a couple of General Accounting Office auditors to your 
case that you will cooperate and work with them and the three of 
you bring in the answers here, on November 9 ? 

Mr. Traub. Senator, I can’t promise you the date, but I make this 
suggestion to you, i f I may 

The Chairman. Let us do it this way: We will excuse you until 
November 9, and in the meantime I will ask the General Accounting 

mce to assign 1 or 2 men to cooperate with and work with you. 
lou cooperate with and work with them, and then we will take a 

M 9 fii^d see how far we have gotten, 

like t Senator, may I make this suggestion: I would 


hnniro statement for you, but I can’t do it without my 

through them. 

Op!..! we return the books to you and assign 

for nlvf A^S^ur^ting men to help audit them, or audit them, and 
•lur certrim TTrm X .1 ’ 


j men lu iieip auuit uiem, or auciit tlie] 

cenain information. Will you cooperate Avith them? 
Mr. Traub. I will be glad to. 
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The Chaismast. And you will not attach the same terms that you 
did before, namely, that they cannot take anything off your books 
without showing it to you ? 

Mr. Traub. Senator, where would the books be ? 

The Chairman. We will put them right back up in your office 
where you can have free and complete access to them, and answer all 
the questions that they ask you, to the best of your ability. 

Mr. Traub. I will lie glad to, Senator. 

The Chairman. And have all your employees do likewise ? 

Mr. Traub. I would be glad to. 

The Chairman. We would be very happy to help you straighten 
this matter out because it looks like it is very confused. 

Mr. Traub. It can be straightened out. It is a confused matter, 
and I have vowed to appear before Mr. Simon 

The Chairman. We will simply extend your subpena until 10 
o’clock, November 9. In the meantime, you work with a couple of 
GAO accountants who we will assign. 

Mr. Simon. This will be in your office. 

Mr. Traub. I would rather it would be in Mr. Wiseman’s office. 

Mr. Simon. I understand that won’t work. 

The Chairman. Our Mr. McManus of the GAO wants it done in 
your office. 

Mr. Traub. I don’t think that is advisable. He won’t have the 
convenience that he will have in Mr. Wiseman’s office. 

The Chairman. If we are going to be partners in this endeavor let 
us have our way once. 

Mr. Traub. I haven’t got the room in my office. 

The Chairman. You have other records in there? 

Mr. Traub. Call for them and I will bring them over. 

Mr. Simon. Would it be possible at the committee’s expense to rent 
a little room next door to your office ? 

Mr. Traub. If you can find one it will work out vei*y well, but I 
don’t know whether you will be able to find one, Mr. Simon. 

Mr. Simon. The accountants say that it can be done more expe- 
ditiously in your office. 

Mr. Traub. Mr. Simon, I don’t want to sa}^ it cannot be done in my 
office, but there is no room. 

Mr. Simon. How big an office do you have ? 

Mr. Trvuii. It is very, very, very much overcrowded, and I haven’t 
got the room. Now, I am willing to pay for the expense of them 
hiring a place if they want to, but it cannot be done in my office. 

The Chairman. Will you pay the rent on a space away from your 
office, and away from your attorney’s, in which the books can be 
audited, and you work with our fellows, and they will work with you! 

Mr. Traub. Yes. 

The Chairman. And you will give them access to everything you 
have in your office? 

Mr. IhiAUB. Yes, but the reason I don’t want them in my office, I 
don’t want them to come back and say I didn’t cooperate with them 
because they haven’t got the room in my office. 

The Chairman. I understand. 

You are excused until 10 o’clock November 9. 

Mr. Traub. Thank you. 

Does that mean I have to be back here. Senator ? 
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The CHAiRMAiir. That is what it' says. They will start working 
with you. 

Thank you very much. 

Mr. Chaite. 


TESTIMONY OF ARTHUR M. CHAITE, WASHINGTON, H. C.— Resumed 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Chaite, you have previously been sworn? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes. 

The Chairman. This is a continuation of your testimony this mom- 
ing, and it won t be necessary to swear you in at this session. 

Mr. Simon. We have here a debit memorandum of the bank. Seat 
Pleasant Bank, at Seat Pleasant, Md., for a certified check that they 

certihed to the account of Jonathan Woodner Co., for $5,000 to vour 
order, April 6, 1946. ^ 

This morning you couldn’t remember it. You now have checked 
your records. Can you tell us what that is for ? 

Mr. Chaite. I still don’t remember. 

Mr. Simon. You still don’t remember? 

Mr. CiiAn’E. No. 

Mr. Simon. Are you prepared to say you didn’t get the $5,000? 

Mr. Chaite. iVll I say is that I don’t remember. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know whether you got it or not ? You won’t 

commit yourself; is that right? ^ xouwont 

Mr. Chaite. I just don’t remember. 

Mr. Simon. I have before me a check dated February 7, 1949. 

Mr. Chaite. Mr. Simon, I just went through a whole hour of that 
with your assistant, Mr. Sells. Must we repeat the thing again ? 

Mr. Simon. Yes, sir. That was the purpose of his going through 
It, so we would know what we have. ^ 

Ml. C HArrE. Why don’t he just tell you what my answers "were^ 

Because you are under oath here, and your answers 

^ ^^ere ;ust talking, and the answers didn’t count. 

iui.l-haite. 1 see. U. K. 

'^1^'yheck is February 7, 1947, in the amount of $1,250, 
payable to your order and cashed at the Riggs National Bank— no I 
am sorry. It was cashed at the Liberty National Bank. ’ 

I see the check ? 

What do you want to know about this check ? 

Mr. hiMON. I want to know if you got the proceeds of it. 

Mr. Chaite. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. You did? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. What did you do with them ? 

_r. Chaite. Deposited them in my bank account. 

Mr. Simon. What was it for? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know. 

Mr. SutoN. Was it for a payment of a fee ? 

Chaite. I don’t remember. 

Mr! CnriTO N^ somebody -else? 

Mr. Simon. Was it traveling expense? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know. 

r- oiMON. You don’t have any idea what it was for? 
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Mr. Chaite. Just deposited to my account. 

Mr. Simon. Was it a Delated Christmas gift ? 

Mr. Chaite. Do I have to answer that? 

Mr. Simon. You don’t have any idea what it was for? 

Mr. Chaite. Do I have to answer your question about the Christmas 
gift? 

Mr. Simon. Is it your testimony that you don’t know what it was 
for? 

Mr. Chaite. That is right, except that I deposited it to my account. 

Mr. Simon. This check of September 1, 1947, for $5,000 which you 
testified about this moniing, that it had your signature on the back. 
Are you now able to tell us what it was for ? 

Mr. Chaite. No, Mr. Simon. 

Mr. Simon. You have no idea what that $5,000 was for? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. Do you admit you got the $5,000 ? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t admit anything. 

Mr. Simon. I assumed you admitted it was your signature on the 
back of it. 

Mr. Chaite. That is all I admit. 

Mr. Simon. You admit your signature on the back ? 

Mr. Chaite. That is right. 

Mr. Simon. But you don’t admit you got the money ? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know anything about it. 

Mr. Simon. What did you do with the check when you put your 
signature on the back ? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know ? 

Mr. Chaite. No. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t have any idea ? 

Mr. Chaite. No. 

Mr. Simon. Are you accustomed to passing out $5,000 checks to 
people ? Endorsed in blank ? 

Mr. Chaite. No ; I am not. 

Mr. Simon. Do you deny that you got the proceeds of that check! 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t deny a thing, except that I have no recollection 

of this check. , 

The Chairman. I hand you a check dated October 12, 1950, made 
out to Arthur Chaite, in the amount of $5,796.40, endorsed by Chaite, 
and under endorsement “Stuckey,” and ask you if you can remember 
what that check was for, and did you get the proceeds ? 

Mr. Chaite. No recollection of this check. 

The Chairman. Is that your signature ? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes ; it is my signature. 

The Chairman. Did you get the proceeds? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t remember a thing about this check, at all. 

The Chairman. No recollection at all ? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir. . 

The Chairman. It might interest you to know that Mr. Stuckey 
testified about an hour ago that you and he cashed the check, and uw 
he gave the proceeds to you. Are you in a position to say that tnai; 

was an untrue statement ? I 

Mr. Chaite. I am not in a position to say anything except tm 
have no recollection of this transaction at all. Senator. 
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The Chairman. Is your testimony the same on all these checks? 

Mr. Chaite. Ohj no ; we have gone through quite a long list. 

The Chairman. Proceed to go through them one by one. 

Mr. Simon. I show you a check dated May 5, 1950, and ask you 
if you got the proceeds of that check ? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes ; I believe I did. This is a check that I O. K.’d 
for cash and it was cashed. 

Mr. Simon. Who is Miriam Chaite? 

Mr. Chaite. My wife. 

Mr. Simon. Why would she have cashed the check ? 

Mr. Chaite. Because she is my wife. 

Mi’.^imon. What did she do with the money? 

Mr. Chaite. Gave it to me. 

Mr. Simon. What did you do with the money ? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know. 

Mr. Simon. You don’t know what you did with it? 

Mr. Chaite. No. 

The Chairman. Wliat is the amount of the check ? 

Mr. Chaite. $500. 

The Chairaian. I send up 3 checks, 2 of them in the amount of $500, 
and 1 in the amount of $1,000, dated November 6, October 12 — 2 of 
them November 6 — endorsed by yourself and Mr. J. Kichard Stuckey, 
and I ask you if you remember now, since you have had a chance to 
refresh your memory, whether you received the proceeds of those 
checks and, if so, what was the purpose of the checks, why were they 
paid to you ? 

Mr. Chaite. What is your question. Senator? 

The Chairman. Did you receive the proceeds of those checks ? 

Mr. Chaite. I may have because they say they are for travel 
advances. 

Mr. SiAioN. What did you do with the money ? 

Mr. Chaite. Spent it. 

Mr. Simon. For what? 

Mr. Chaite. Travel. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have any record of where you spent it? 

Mr. Chaite. The vouchers for every check that I have got for travel 
are in the Jonathan Woodner Co. files. 

Mr. SiAioN. Did you account for all this money ? 

Mr. Chaite. Oh, yes, there are bills, hotel receipts — everything 
that I spent. 

The Chairman. Why did Mr. Stuckey have to accompany you to 
the bank and sign those checks? 

Mr. CiiArrE. If they were cashed at the Riggs National Bank no 
one knew me there. 

I haven’t seen those checks 

Mr. Simon. How about the $5,700? Did you get that? . 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know a thing about that check. lib is such an 
unusual amount. 

Mr. Simon. Mr. Stuckey testified that you got the money. 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Simon. If you don’t remember you wouldn’t remember what 
with the money, would you? 

Mr. Chaite. That is right. 
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Mr. Simon. I have 6 checks here, 5 of them are for $500 each, and 
1 of them for $1,000. All round numbers. You testified this morning 
they all bore your endorsement. Can you tell us, first, whether you got 
the money and, secondly, what you did with it ? 

Mr. Chaite. One of these has an endorsement “O. K.’d for cash” 
by me, so we can assume that I got the cash. 

This one in 1946 I have no memory of at all, and I have no records 
for 1946. 

These in 1950, all say “Travel advance,” and we can assume that I 
cashed these checks and kept the money. 

Mr. Simon. What did you do with the money ? 

Mr. Chaite. Spent it. 

Mr. Simon. For what ? 

Mr. Chaite. Travel. 

Mr. Simon. Travel where? 

Mr. Chaite. All over the country. 

Mr. Simon. Do you have any record of what you spent for \m 
much? 

Mr. Chaite. There is a voucher for every check in the files of the 
Jonathan Woodner Co. 

Mr. Simon. Where? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know where. I don’t keep the records of the 
Jonathan Woodner Co. 

Mr. Simon. Did you keep any records of your own ? 

Mr. Chaite. Except the voucher I have no record because I submit 
the voucher in order to get my checks. 

Mr. Simon. You admit you got the money ? 

Mr. Chaite. Yes. 

Mr. Simon. But you can’t tell us what you did with it ? 

Mr. CHAm5. I spent it. 

Mr. Simon. But you can’t tell us what you spent it for ? 

Mr. Chaite. No. 

Mr. Simon. Do you render a bill and keep a duplicate of all the bills 
that you rendered to the Woodner Co. ? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir ; I didn’t keep a duplicate, but in 1950 and 1951 
I kept a cash expenditure record of days and the cities I went to, 
and I don’t have it for 1950. I don’t know whether I started ifl 
1950, or whether I just didn’t do it. 

Mr. Simon. Did you report this income in your income-tax returns 
for these years ? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. You did not? 

Mr. Chaite. No, sir. 

Mr. Simon. And even those three- four-, and five-thousand dollar 
checks, they are not recorded in your income tax ? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know a thing about them. 

Mr. Simon. You do admit your signature is on the back of them. 

Mr. Chaite. That is right. . 

Mr. Simon. And you are the only one who could have done that. 

Mr. Chaite. Yes; you are right on that. .. 

The Chairman. I see we are getting no place here because while 
seems to be serious to us it doesn’t seem to be very serious with yoj- 
So what we are going to do, I am going to order the General Account- 
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ing Office to completely audit your books. Don’t you move any of 
them. We will turn the entire matter over to the Internal Revenue 
Service, and turn the entire matter over to the Attorney General, and 
we are ^?oing to excuse you until 10 o’clock on November 9. 

Mr. Chaite. I am going to break the world’s record for a person 
who is here. 

The Chairman. I think you are going to break more than that before 
we get through. 

Mr. CHAnn. All right, Senator. 

The Chairman. I see nothing funny about it at all. Here is the 
Woodner Co. with all these thousands and .thousands of clonal's’ worth 
of checks made payable to you and others, and th^ can't tell us to 
whom they are pa^mble ancl for wliat purpose. Here you received 
$155,C>10.31 worth of checks from the Woodner Co. when you pre- 
viously testified that you only received $66,000. You now admit on 
every check we have showed you, the $155,000, that it was your sig- 
nature on the back. Yet you sit there and laugh and sneer and make 
no effort to assist .this committee. 

Mr. (hiAiTK. Senator, are we still in the hearing? 

The Chairman. We certainly are. 

Mr. CiiAiTi*]. I am sorr}^, and I deepl}^ apologize to you if you think 
I am laughing or sneering. 

The Chairman. Well, sitting up here I could only come to one 
conclusion, I am sorry to say. 

Mr. Chaite. I merely repeat, Mr. Simon faces me, and when he 
laughs at me I laugh back a.t him. He has a very mobile face, you 
know. 

You must remember this. Senator: I traveled extensively for a 
period of 2 years, 2 and 3 days out of each week. I purchased $6 mil- 
lion worth of real estate. That is a lot of money, and there is a lot 
of work involved in that. The money I spent in travel, believe me 

The Chairman. It is awful strange to me that when the Woodner 
people didn’t know what these checks were for 

Mr. (hiArrE. That I can’t help. 

The Chairman. Wait a minute. 

Mr. Citaitr. I am sori’y. I apologize. 

The Chairman, When we first approached .them they didn't know 
what they were for. When we first approached you, you didn't know 
what they were for, and you still don’t know what they are for. 

Aow you say that you traveled and bought real estate. $155,610 is 


I Mr. Chaite. As a matter of fact, I think 

‘ Chairman. . Is a lot of travel. 

I Mr. Chaite. Mr. Simon’s records will show .that in an executive 
ji ^ ^ complete list and the value of all the real estate I 

I Mr. Simon. And our records also show, Mr. Chaite, that at least 
I -?■ twice, you told us under oath that you never had any 

dealings with Mr. Woodner before 1950, and we now have 
^j^^^tial number of checks before 1950 that you admit have vour 
I endorsement onThem. , 

^ ho I will admit to you if I said that I was wrong 

« dSlIthSCottr ii 
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Mr. Simon. And you had several other deals with him between 
1946 and 1950. 

Mr. CiiAiTE. No, I haven’t. 

Mr. Simon. Well, at least there were several other checks issued 
to you in that period that you admit have your endorsement on them. 

Mr. Chaite. That is right, but I didn’t have any other deals with 
him. 

Mr. Simon. What could those checks possibly have been for if you 
had no dealings with him ? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know. 

The Chairman. Here is a check dated April 5 for 1950, $500 ; May 8 
1946, $65; May 23, 1946, $15,000; August 31, 1946, $5,000; in 1947, an- 
other $5,000 check — that is about $25,000 or $30,000. 

Mr. Chaite. Senator, on that list that you have — and remember, I 
have never seen those checks that you have been talking about up 
until a half hour ago — I have admitted to and deposited over $70,000 
worth, and paid income tax on it. There is a $25,000 check in there 
made out to me which I transferred for the purchase of ground. 

Now, if you take that $25,000 off, the $15,000 that I know nothing 
about, as far as Target Valley is concerned, the seventy-some-odd- 
thousand dollars that I admitted in receiving, there is no great dis- 
crepancy there. 

Mr. Simon. There is still a discrepancy of many, many thousands 
of dollars. 

Mr. Chaite. Nothing in comparison to the amount of business we 
did. 

The Chairman. Where did you spend the $25,000 ? 

Mr. Chaite. I paid the man I bought the ground from. 

The Chairman. The check was made out to you for $25,000, and 
you bought real estate in San Antonio? 

Mr. Chaite. It Tvas made out to me as trustee. I opened up a spe- 
cial trustee account and drew the money out of that account. 

Mr. Simon. With all that, Mr. Chaite, we are still more than $50,000 
missing? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t think so, Mr. Simon. 

Mr. Simon. Let me ask you this : 'l^en you cashed these $500 and 
$1,000 checks at the Riggs Bank — and there are a lot of them, you will 
agree — what denominations in currency did you get ? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know. Whatever the teller gave me. 

Mr. Simon. They weren’t hundred dollar bills or twenty dollar 
bills? 

Mr. Chaite. Well 

Mr. Simon. Are you sure of that? 

Mr. Chaite. I don’t know what they were. Whatever the teller 
gave me. 

The Chairman. You are excused until 10 o’clock November 9. I 
ani now ordering the General Accounting Office to audit this gentle- 
man’s books, and we are going to solicit the help of other departments 
of the Government. 

We are about ready to recess now until November 9, and we now 
have four witnesses, Mr. Traub, Mr. Chaite, Mr. Lister, and Mr. Pc' 
Gracio ; wait a minute. We are not recessing yet. 
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Is Dr. James Kehoe here, please? He is coming in to testify in 
behalf of Mr. McCormack. We sent him out there on Mr. McCor- 
niark s case. 

I am going to ask Mr. Dinkins, a member of our stall, an attorney 
who handled the executive sessions with the 2 gentlemen this morn- 
ing from West Virginia, and also the executive session that he had 
with 2 other gentlemen from West Virginia in respect to the Diggs- 
McCormack matter — you have heard Mr. Diggs testify this after- 
noon, and Mr. McCormack brought to him some 12 cases. He and 
MacCormack handled them together, and tliey split the fees of some 
$60,000, and the purpose of the fees, they were paid $60,000 for trying 
to get some FHA and governmental — ^the Army, Navy, and Air Corps 
commitments to build Wherry house projects — this is a correct state- 
ment ; isn’t it ? 

Mr. Simon. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. And Mr. Dinkins handled the executive sessions. 

We asked these questions of 2 witnesses this morning that we are now 
told should have been asked of 2 other witnesses from West Virginia. 

Mr. Dinkins, will you give us the facts so that the record will be 
straight ? 

TESTIMONY OF CLARENCE M. DINKINS, ASSISTANT COUNSEL, 
BANKING AND CURRENCY COMMITTEE— Resumed 


Mr. Dinkins. Several weeks ago I prepared a memorandum and 
summarized the testimony of a number of witnesses, and from this 
memorandum I quote this statement, referring to the testimony of Mr. 
Carson and Mr. Hill, who testified in executive session. 

The Chairman. 1 forgot to swear you in. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give in 
this matter will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Dinkins. I do, sir. 

The Chairman. I am sorry. 

Mr. Dinkins. This refers to the testimony of Mr. Carson and Mr. 
Hill that they gave in executive session on August 25, and I quote from 
the memorandum : 


Both Carson and Hill have testified that McCormack told them in effect that 
Biggs was virtually the father of the Wherry Act, knew influential people con- 
nected with the Government, and gave the definite impression that upon pay- 
ment of retainer to Diggs they were almost certain to secure a Wherry Act proj- 
ect. They also got the impression that McCormack was a former Member of Con- 
gress, and that E. C. Bennett was a State senator from West Virginia. 


I would like to say that two of these statements are in error. The one 
that referred to Diggs as virtually being the father of the Wlierry Act, 
and the .second statement which made some references to McCormack 
being a former Member of Congress, and E. C. Bennett being a State 
seimtor from West Virginia. 

The excuse for this error is that we had 2 groups of witnesses who 
ratified from West Virginia regarding the same subject matter, and 
the 2 statements wliich I have just referred to were made in connection 
jvitli the Diggs transaction by witnesses from West Virginia, but not 
hy either Mr. Carson or Mr. Ptill, but in this statement there are 2 other 
reterences, one to Mr. Diggs knowing influential people, and the second 
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one was that these people had virtually been promised a successful 
project under the Wherry Act, and I would like to make 2 references 
to the record just those 2 statements. 

The Chairman. You may proceed. 

Mr. Dinkins. At page 9446 Mr. Carson was asked : 

Did the question of influence come up in conversation at all? 
and the answer is : 


Well, I don’t believe Mr. Diggs ever alluded to influence or friends. I think per- 
haps Mr. McCormack 1 or 2 times stated Mr. Diggs had influential friends, and 
was a former, I believe. Comptroller of the Currency, or something of that nature. 


And then on the question of their assurance about getting a Wherry 
Act project, I would also like to quote from the record at page 9460, 
whicn covers a letter written by the Penn-Hill Co. to Mr. Carl Shipley 
on April 24, 1951. 

The Chairman. According to whom ? 

Mr. Dinkins. Carl Shipley. He was the lawyer who handled the 
litigation. 

The Chairman. What litigation ? 

Mr. Dinkins. A suit that they filed against Mr. Di"gs. 

The Chairman. Wlio filed, Mr. Carson and Mr. Hill ? 

Mr. Dinkins. Well, it wasn’t Mr. Carson and Mr. Hill. 

On our mimeograpned list of witnesses Mr. Carson is shown as a 
partner in the Penn Hill Construction Co. That is in eror. It is’ Mr. 
Hill that is a partner in the Penn Hill Construction Co., and Mr. 
Carson is the president of an insurance and bonding company in West 
Vimnia. 

Ine suit was brought as a result by the Penn Hill Construction Co. 
against Mr. Marshall Diggs. 

The Chairman. For a return of a part or all of the $5,000? 

Mr. Dinkins. That is correct, they asked for the return of the 
$5,000; there was judgment by default, and finally the case was set- 
tled by payment of $3,000 to the Penn Hill Co. by Mr. Diggs. 

In this letter to Mr. Shipley who filed this suit for them, I would 
like to quote this part : 


On February 20, 1950, we talked to Marshall Diggs and Robert Tarney in 
regard to construction of housing for military and civilian personnel at or near 
military and naval installations. They assued us that they could represent us 
successfully in this matter, and requested an immediate fee of $5,000. 

I just quoted those 2 excerpts. Senator, because it completes the 
accuracy of my memorandum, except for the 2 errors which I was 
glad to correct. 

The Chairman. Messrs. Hill and Carson, do you wish to say any- 
thing at the moment? Does that clear up the record as far as your 
understanding is correct? 

Mr. Carson. That is correct. 

Mr. Hill. That is correct. 

I would like to say I deeply appreciate this being done. 

The Chairman. We always ]ust try to get the facts, and I again 
want to say we have been going on here now for 4% months. If any 
witness or any person whose name may have been mentioned inad- 
vertently or otherwise by any witness feels that he was injured in any 
way, and the facts were other than as given before us, they have 
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the riglit to come in and we will hear them in November, or they may 
ie a statement with us, or hie a brief, and we will see that it is made 
a part of the record. 

\^e have repeatedly said that in every hearing we have ever had, 
and we are happy to repeat it again. We are only interested in the 
facts. All this committee or any committee in the Congi-ess can do 
is simply tiy to bring out the facts. We do not sit as judges. We are 
not saying whether tilings are right or wrong, all we are trying to do 
is bring out the facts. It is not always easy. 

We are about ready now to recess until November 9, and while this 
completes the present phase of our investigation we are now going to 
write an interim report which I am sure will take us 4 or 5 weeks, or 
\ 6. It wdll be necessary for each member of this committee — and there 
^ is the full committee, to course — to approve the report, write a minor- 
* ity report, or write individual views, and those things take many 
weeks, you know. 

We will now proceed to write an interim report. The investigation 
will go on, with a smaller staff, and we will hold hearings again at 
10 o’clock on November 9. 

Now, is there anybody here who knows any reason why we should 
not now recess ? 

Thank you. 

(Whereupon, at 4 : 20 p. m., the committee recessed.) 
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TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 9, 1954 

United States Senate, 

Banking and Currency Committee, 

Washington^ D. C. 

The committee met, pursuant to recess, at 10 a. m.. Senator Homer E. 
Capehart (chairman) presiding. 

Present : Senator Capehart. 

Also present: Charles E. Sells, T. T. Kenney, and Clarence M. 
Dinkins, assistant counsel, FHA investigation. 

The Chairman. The committee will please come to order. We do 
not have any other Senators here this morning. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The Chairman. We have on our agenda this morning five witnesses, 
the first of whom is Mr. Kocco de Grazia, of Chicago. We tried to 
subpena Mr. de Grazia in September and are still trying to subpena 
him. So far the United States marshals have been unable to find 
him, miable to subpena him, and I guess he is not here this morning ; 
is he? 

Is Mr. de Grazia present, Rocco de Grazia? 

(No response.) 

The Chairman. He is not here. I presume he isn’t, since we 
haven’t been able to serve him with a subpena. 

I just want to say to Mr. de Grazia that we will get him sooner 
or later and he might as well recognize that fact and might as well 
surrender to a United States marshal and be willing t o luive a subpena 
served on liim. We will not only keep after him the balance of this 
year, but we will keep after him next year and the next year. The 
Committee on Banking and Cun’ency has complete jurisdiction over 
housing and our present resolution — which I felieve is No. 229, the 
resolution luider which we are working — even though that expires 
on February 1, this committee has the power and right to issue a 
new subpena under its jurisdiction as a standing committee and that 
IS exactly what we will do. I have already discussed the matter with 
the ranking minority member of the committee, Mr. Fulbright, and 
Mr. de Grazia might as well recognize now that he will not be able 
to avoid subpena. We will eventually catch up with him. 

And that goes for every other person in similar circumstances. I 
have an idea that we should never permit, a congressional committee 
should never permit, anyone to avoid a summons. As long as I am a 


j^o Mr. de tjrazia might just as well get it over with now as later. 
Our next witness Avas to be Mr. Ixmis Lesser, of Beverly Hills, 
Calif. You remember he was subpenaed to appear at our last dav's 
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hearing in October. He was unable to appear at that time on ^count 
of sickness. He is unable to appear today on accoimt of sickness. 
I aslv unanimous consent to place in the record at this time a letter 
from Dr. V. R. Mason, of 121^orth San Vincente Boulevard, Beverly 
Hills, Calif., setting forth the reasons why Mr. Lesser cannot appear. 
The letter states that it will possibly be the first of the year before 
he, in the opinion of the doctor, will be able to come to Washington. 
He will be subpenaed at that time. He might as well recogmze, if 
his health will permit, that he will be subpenaed to appear before 
this committee. So, without objection, I place in the record the letter 
from Mr. Lesser’s doctor, Dr. Verne R. Mason, together with a copy 
of the subpena — showing that he was served with a subpena. 

(The information referred to follows :) 

V. R. Mason, M. D., 
Beverly Hills, Calif., November 3, 195^. 


Senator HoMEit Capehart, 

Seriate Offlx^e Buildinff, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Senator Capehart: The following report on the illness of Mr. Ijoiiis 

Lesser is respectfully submitted : « ^ -.a-o 

This patient has been under my professional care since September 9, 19od. At 
that time he complained of pain in his chest and some tightness across his chest 
and, at times, momentary stabbing pain over his heart. At that time his physical 
examination was essentially normal. His blood pressure was 130 systolic, GO 
diastolic. His electrocardiogram and ballistocardiogram were noi-mal. His 

heart and lungs were normal on fluoroscopy. 

I saw him as a patient again on October 18, 1954. He had returned from 
Europe 4 weeks previously. A week before he left Europe he hnd dysentery 
and this continued until he was given some suppositories which stopped the 
diarrhea and the bleeding from the bowels. About a week later he caught flu 
and was given penicillin. Following that he felt weak and clammy. He hod 
insomnia, heartburn, and sweats. At this time (October 18, 1954) the whites of 
hi.s eyes were yellow. The blood pressure was 120/70 ; his temperature was 
98.4® F. The liver was slightly enlarged to percussion and the spleen was felt. 
The following tests were made on the dates stated : 


October 19, 1954: 

Urine: 

PH 5. 

Albumin : Trace. 

Sugar: None. 

* Pr0SGHt» 

Microscopic : A few w. b. c. and numerous coarse and fine granular casts. 
Urobilinogen : Faintly positive in undiluted urine. 

October 19, 1953: 

Kahn test : Negative. 

October 19, 1954: 

Blood : 

Hgb: 15.8 gm. 

WBC : 7050 ; PMN, 49 percent ; Lympho, 46 percent. 

Sed. rate: 27 mm/ihr. 

PCV : 47 percent. 

Total protein : 7.4 gms. percent. 

October 19, 1954 : 

Thymol turbidity : 10 units. 

Alkaline phosphatase: 8.0 units. 

Inorganic phos (blood) : 2.3 meg/1. 

Icteric index : 37 units. ' 

Cephalin flocculation : 4 plus, 24 hours ; 4 plus, 48 hours. 

November 2, 1954 : 

Thymol turbidity : 8.6 units. 

Alkaline phosphatase : 7.0 units. 

Inorganic phos : 2.4 meg/1. , ^ o 4 «/inha' 

The clinical history, the physical examination, the probable pericw of incu 
tion and the hepatic function tests suggest strongly that the patient has an am 
infectious hepatitis. 
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This patient has never used alcohol in excess. He was asked to remain in his 
room hut not in bed all the time. He was put on a high starch, light vitamin 
diet without alcohol, spices or condiments. 

It is not possible to state when this patient’s recovery will be complete or when 
he can resume his normal activities without danger of relapse. However, 
it is probable that he will be able to testify in Washington after December 1, 


1954. 

Yours respectfully. 


Vebne R. Mason, M. D. 


[Marshal’s civil case record No. 8400] 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
Congress of the United States 

To Louis Le.sser ; residence, (ili) Trenton Drive, Beverly Hills, Calif. ; office, 
141 El Camino, Beverly Hills, Calif., greeting ; 

Pursuant to lawful authority, you are hereby commanded to appear before 
the Committee on Banking and Currency of the Senate of the United States, 
on Tue.sday, November 9, 1954, at 10 a. m., at their committee room, 301 Senate 
OflSce Building, Washington, D. C., then and there to testify what you may know 
relative to the subject matters under consideration by said committee. 

Hereof fail not, as you will answer your default under the pains and penalties 
in such cases made and provided. 

To United States Marshall Robert W. Ware, Los Angeles, Calif., to serve and 
return. 

Given under my hand, by order of the committee, this 14th day of October, in 
the year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred and fifty-four. 

Homer E. Capetiart. 

Chairman, Committee on Banking and Currency. 

October 20, 1954. 

I made service of the within subpena by the within-named Louis 

Lesser, 141 El Camino, at Beverly Hills, at 1 : 05 p. m., on the 20th day of October, 
1954. 

Robert W. Ware, 

United States Marshall. 

By Ray M. Fleming. 

Mileage 22 at 7 cents, $1.54. 

The Chairman. At this time I want to place in the record a com- 
munication from the National Plousing Agency, dated January 8, 
1947, addressed to the directors of all &ld offices, subject: Meetings 
with industry. 

This is a letter, together with an appendix, of a suggested pattern 
for the rental housing program for veterans, and meetings with in- 
dusti’y. Wliat this document does is show them how to promote the 
boys into the business. If anybody is interested in reading this, why 
th^ may do so by securing it from the official reporter here. 

Without objection, that will be made a part of the record. 

(The information referred to follows:) 

[For immediate action] 

SuoGESTED Pattern — Rental Housing for Veterans — ^Meetings With Industry 

National Housing Agency, 

Federal Housing Administration, 
Washington 25, D. C., January 8, 191^1. 

Ao: Directors of all field offices. 

ii^ject : Meetings with industry. 

complete instructions prepared by the directors’ com- 
^ suggested pattern or outline for conducting industry meet- 

8 10 achieve the purposes of the housing program for 1947 with special empha- 
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sis placed on rental housing for veterans. This is in accordance with my letter 
of January 7, 1947. 

In conducting meetings throughout your State or district you will bear in 
mind that these meetings are essentially industry meetings to stimulate interest' 
in rental housing, and it is hoi)ed that you will be able to complete your schedule 
of meetings within a period of 3 weeks from the time you receive these 
instructions. 

I wish to call to your attention that these meetings are your responsibility and 
are to be conducted under your direct supervision and guidance, and it is rec- 
ommended that you utilize the experience of the regional directors, locality 
expediters and publicity men of the National Housing Agency to the best advan- 
tage. Locality expediters will prove to be of value in this program in working 
with the mayor’s emergency housing committees, handling matters which effect 
zoning changes, utility installations and evpediting supplies of critical materials. 
We are enclosing a copy of NHA’s letter to regional expediters (enclo.siire No. 
11), W’hich has been prepared in conjunction with that organization and this 
ofBce. 

It is suggested that upon receipt of this letter you call a meeting of the section 
heads df your office to fully acquaint them with the details of this program and 
arrange for a r^earsal of the program for the key city to be conducted in the 
office in order that the complete staff may be thoroughly familiar with the aims 
that we seek to accomplish. 

The Assistant Commissioner, Administrative Services, has authorized expen- 
ditures required under item 4, paragraph II, and items 3 and 4 of paragraph IV. 
In submitting vouchers reference should be made to this authorization. 

It is essential that the program be conducted in a vigorous and aggressive man- 
ner and I urge you to act promptly. 

Very truly yours. 


Franklin D. Richards, 
Assistant Commissioner, 


SUGGESTED PATTERN— RENTAL HOUSING PROGRAM FOR VETERANS- 

MEETINGS WITH INDUSTRY 


I. Advance Arrangements 

1. SCHEDULE OR MEETINGS 

(a) Key city {or mast er) conference 

(1) Time and place. — To be held in city of insuring ofiBce not later than Janu- 
ary 21, 1947, preferably at 10 a. m. with luncheon and afternoon session. Suitable 
place to be arranged. 

(2) Sponsorship. — Such as chamber of commerce, national home builders or re- 
tail lumber dealers association, lending institutions, mortgage bankers, real estate 
dealers association, or mayors housing committee. 

(3) Invitational letters. — To be mailed by FHA office to all architects, approved 
mortgagees, builders, niamifacturers and dealers of building materials, realtors 
and officials of veterans organizations and organized labor of the State or dis- 
trict, expediters, and other interested groups, mayors committee, etc. 

Invitations should also be issued to lenders associations so that they may par- 
ticipate in the program and if they wish to do so present conventional plans for 
financing rental housing for veterans. 

(4) Letters. — To be sent out by State and local associations of above classifica- 
tions to their own member.ship urging attendance. 

(5) Purpose of conference. — To outiine housing program for 1947, FHA policy 
and explain FHA procedure for rental bousing. This includes the development 
of all rental housing irrespective of the type of financing 

(6) Washington personnel. — From the Washington staff to be available at some 
of the key city meetings. 

(7) Publicity . — Local newspapers as well as Associated Press and United 
Press to be furnished releases, using the key city conference as a means of launch- 
ing the statewide rental-housing program for veterans. 

(8) Suggested program {key city ). — 

10 a. m. : Opening remarks, by president of the .spon, soring organization. 

10 : 1.1 a. m. : Rental housing for veterans, Director (read Mr. Foley’s statement)* 
10 : 35 a. m. : Introduction of FHA staff-director. 
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10:40 a. ni. : Rental hoiisius under section 603, and title I, Assistant Director. 

11 a m. : Section 60S, rental housing, member of underwriting staff (using charts) . 

11 : 30 a. m. : NHA representative, material outlook for 1947. 

11:45 a. m. : The veteran’s need, State housing chairman of American Legion 
or representative of other veterans’ groups. 

12 noon : Luncheon (introduction of officials of organizations represented; no 
speeches). 

1:45 p. in.: Panel discussion and open forum; director, chairman (suggested 
typical panel enclosure No. 9). 

Panel members : Assistant director, chief underwriter and unit chiefs, zone 
attorney and land planner, if available, NHA expediter. 


(&) Community meetings 

(1) Schedule . — (o) Work up schedule for night meetings in all cities with 
10,000 population or more. 

(6) Start immediately after key city meeting. 

(c) Schedule at least 2 meetings each week, or 3 if possible for each Tuesday, 
Wednesday, and Thursday nights. 

(d) All meetings to be attended by Director, Assistant Director, or administra- 
tive officer and member of underwriting staff, thoroughly familiar with proce- 
dures. 


(c) If more than one key city meeting is desired for largest cities, arrange 
schedule accordingly. 

{'2) Local sponsorship . — (a) In view of the fact that practically all com- 
muniti(*s of 10,000 and over have an active chamber of commerce whose member- 
ship includes representatives of the classifications desired at the meetings, it is 
felt that such sponsorship would prove more suitable. 

(&) If conditions are such in any city where other sponsorship would be better, 
seek sponsorship of other active organizations, such as lumber dealers’ associa- 
tions, home builders’ association.s, mortgage bankers, realtors, etc. 

(c) C(»ntact secretary of spon.soring group by mail, phone, or personal visit by 
Assistant Director (if time permits) ; check date of meeting as scheduled with 
local calendar of events; arrange meeting place; local publicity; and obtain 

mailing list. ( See attached letter, news release, and blank form— FHA mailing 
list.) 

(3) Program for community meetings . — (o) The suggested program for key 

city meetings can be modified to suit local conditions and fully covered within 
i'/j hours. 


(&) Open forum instead of panel discussion can be scheduled immediately after 
all subjects on the program have been covered ; hold all questions until the entire 
program has been covered; go back to the charts and invite questions on any 
poiuts wilieh have not been clearly covered. 

(c) Only three FHA representatives need attend — the Director, Assistant 
Director, and member of underwriting staff. 

[d) General observations: 

statements clear and simple. Avoid creating impression of 
complicated requirements. 

(-) Make clear that cheap land is often expensive in the end. 

Avoid encouraging poorly financed sponsorship. 

Accent know-how and good credit. 

Mress investment feature as viewed from subsequent annuity, 
i oint out desirability of small projects in all towns of 5,000 and up. 
submission cooperation from beginning to end of every 

Iq! make it tough ; make it easy. 

If you suitable .site is the basis of a rental-housing project. 

J ou lun e the site you have a deal. j 


(3) 

(4) 

(r») 

( 6 ) 

(7) 


II. NEWSP..VPEK PUHLICll'Y 

Statewide program to be released to larger papers, 
^ ^ United Press, iii connection with “key city” meeting. 

3 i'ivf! f^tory with letter to secretary of sponsoring group. 

sc-liednio nf r ‘7 l^i’Wr papers. Associated I’ress and United Press, when 
aimi ot coniniunity meetings is arranged. 

director, assistant director, and 
I undcivMiting staff and use with news stories. 

50(11)0— ,r,4__pt. 4 Q2 
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5. Use story covering visit of assistant director and announcement of local 
meeting. 

6. Send story to sewetary, sponsoring group, to be published in Sunday paper 
preceding meeting. 

7. Story following meeting to be given to local reporter whether or not he 
attends meeting. 

8. Suggested releases covering the above news stories are attached and properly 
designated. 

III. Invitational Letters 

1. Letter No. 1 (attached) to be mailed by FHA office to all classificatioos 
in the city in which meeting is to be held, about 8 days before date of meeting. 

2. Letter No. 2 (also attached) to be mailed to nearby towns, using mailing 
list furnished by chamber of commerce. Send out 4 or 5 days before meeting. 

3. Get secretary of sponsoring group to write to nearby towns and invite 
representatives to meetings. 

4. Send letter and news story to all nearby towns and arrange for publication 
of same in local papers. 

5. Write heads of veterans’ or.ganizations and invite them to meeting. 

IV. Charts To Be Used at All Meetings 

1. Copy for full-size showcards to use at meetings is enclosed. 

2. Cards should be corrected to reflect comparable figures applying to each 
State and district office. 

3. Directors may have as many sets of these charts painted as necessary by 
a local sign painter at an expense of not to exceed $9t) based on bids in letter 
form submitted by at least 3 signnien. Such bids should accompany the voucher 
submitted to cover the expenditure. 

4. Wood or heavy cardboard cases in which to carry the cards may also be 
made for not to exceed $5 per case. 

V. Literature for All Meetings 

1. Such literature as you may have available will be given out to all present, 
as they leave the meeting. 

2. Rental-housing kits should be made up with the following placed in a large 
manila envelope (these kits should be given only to interested sponsors) : 

(a) Booklet, Rental Housing for Veterans 

(b) Mimeograph, Outline of Procedure in 60S Projects 

(c) 1 copy FHA Form 2013 w 

(d) 1 copy FHA Form 2013e 

(e) Mimeo 70890, Increased Rate of Depreciations 

(f) Mimeo 71425, 1 copy each (floor plans W-7, W-8, W-9) 

3. A supply of above forms is being forwarded from Washington. Additional 
supply will be furnished upon request. 

VI. Interviews After Each Meeting 

1. The director and member of the underwriting staff will remain over the 
following for the purpose of conducting individual conferences with interested 
sponsors. Appointments can be made immediately after the meeting. 

2. The director may also take advantage of this opportunity to call on local 
mortgagees, deliver the handbook (if one has not already been furnished) and 
discuss any problem the mortgagee may have re FHA financing. 

3. The underwriting staff member may look over proposed cities for rental 
housing in addition to conducting personal interviews. 

4. The assistant director may also be utilized in conducting interviews but 
should go on to the next town before noon and check on arrangements for next 
meeting, get story in afternoon paper, arrange for story to be used following the 
meeting, and ask secretary of sponsoring group to have girl call the list of flriM 
invited to the meeting. He should also call on all mortgagees and active bulW* 
ers urging their attendance. 

5. The director should also call on mortgagees located in towns en route to 
the next meeting, if time permits. 
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VIII. Reports 

1. REPORT OF INTERVIEW 

a) The Jittached blank from Report of Interviews — Rental Housing will be 
reproduced in each office. 

(&) It will be used in making a record of each interview conducted after 
each meeting and by personnel in the insuring office. 

(c) The report should be made in duplicate, with 1 copy to the director and 1 
copy in the file of the city in which the contemplated project is located. 

(d) Such reports should then be used in conducting follow-up work. 

2. REPORTS OF MEETINGS HELD 

(a) A narrative report will be submitted on Friday of each week to the zone 
commissioner by each director on the results of the meetings held during the 
week. 

(&) The letter should also list the interviews on rental housing conducted dur- 
ing the week, giving the name of the sponsor, business, and number of units 
contemplated. 

The Chairman. And our next witness will be Mr. Lyons, a member 
of our stuff. 

Mr. Lyons, will you please take the witness stand. Will you be 
sworn, please? 

You solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

TESTIMONY OF EDWARD F. LYONS, ACCOUNTANT, BANKING AND 

CURRENCY COMMITTEE 


Mr. Lyons. I do. 

The Chairman. Will you give your full name and address, Mr. 
Lyons? 

Mr. Lyons. Edward F. Lyons, staff accountant. 

The Chairman. Y"ou are a staff accountant for the FHA Investiga- 
ing Committee ? 

Mr. Lyons. FHA investigation. 

The Chairman. And prior to that you were from where ? 

Mr. Lyons. I was with private industry. 

The Chairman. Private industry, yes. 

Mr. Lyons, I hand you a document that shows the rental increavses 
on windfall projects. I ask you to take not all but a portion of the 
projects where windfalls were obtained and work up for us and tell 
us whether or not FHA officials in years gone by gave these windfall- 
profit fellows — not only permitted them to make a windfall profit — 
hut likeAvise gave them increases in rents ; that is, later permitted them 
to increjise their rents from time to time. 

Mr. Lyons. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. I asked you to make up such a report for us and I 
usk you i f th a t i s the report you made up . 

Mr. Lyons. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. And to the best of your knowledge, that is an ac- 
curate report? 

Mr. Lyons. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Based on the figures and facts that you secured 
from the statements filed by these builders themselves ? 

. Mr. Lyons, This was compiled from the FHA files of the rental 
fficreases. 
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The Chaikman. Yes. 

Mr. Lyons. Granted by the FPIA. 

The Chairman. But it was from information furnished by the 
builders? 

Mr. Lyons. By the builders. 

The Chairman. Themselves? 

Mr. Lyons. Yes, sir. They were submitted, first to the district 
office and then later to the Waaliington headquarters. 

The Chairman. But it came from their own figures ? 

Mr. Lyons. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. And to the best of your knowledge, those are ac- 
curate figures? 

Mr. Lyons. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Now if you will hand that back to me, will you 
please? 

Without objection, I am going to place in the record at this point _ 
the statistical information on this. But just to give you a little idea, I 
here is Joseph B. Brunetti, a New Jersey builder, who had 5 apart- 
ment buildings in which the windfall was $1,404,175. The number 
rooms in those 5 projects was 12,485. And FPIA, after permitting — 
him to make $1,404,175 windfall profits, permitted him to raise the _ 
rents $354,830 a year. Think of that — for 30 years. Multiply $354,- I 
830 by 30. Permitted him to raise the rents that much. 

Now this was under Mr. Powell’s department. You remember 
Mr. Clyde Powell. 

Here is Alfred Gross. You have heard a lot about Mr. Alfred 
Gross. That was the Glen Oaks project. There were 10 sections in 
that. The windfall was $3,600,000. The number of rooms was 
11,654. And they permitted him to increase the rents by $231,681. 

Here is Sliirley-Duke. You heard a lot about that. It is here in 
Washington, or rather over in Virginia. The windfall was $2,119,- 
353. The number of rooms was 7,928. They permitted the Sliirley- 
Duke people to increase rents by $89,994. 

Here is William Magazine — where is he, in Washington? 

Mr» Sells. Yes. 

The Chairman. No windfall in this case, but he did get his money 
back — 10,969 units — but they permitted him to increase rents by 
$206,000. 

Plere is Woodner — you have heard a lot about Woodner. 

On 6 projects the windfall was $665,617 ; and on those 6 projects 
with 7,353 rooms they permitted him to incre^ise the rents by $193,- 
135 each year. Multiply that by about 30, and you will get a little 
idea what the windfall was on the rents. 

Here is Dewey Gottlieb, here in Washington. His windfall was 
$1,296,900 on 2,280 rooms. They permitted him to increase the rent 
by $55,685. 

And so on down the line. If anyone is interested in the complete 
list — it covers not all buf just a portion of the projects — they nwy 
secure it from the. reporter. 

Without objection, we will place it in the record. 

Do you have any questions of this gentleman ? 

Mr. Sells. No. 

Mr. Dinkins. No. 
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The Chadiman. Without objection, that will be made a part of the 
record. 

(The information referred to follows:) 

Rental increases on windfall projects {public hearings only) 


Witnesses and projects 


Joseph J. Brunotti: 

Richfield Villrgc (8 sections) . . 

Brookchostor (10 sections) 

Wright Village.- 

Maybrook Gardens 

Rutherford Park Apartments. 


Total. 


Allred Ciross: Glen Oaks (10 sections).. 
E. M. Bros: Slilrley-Duke (6 sections). 

William Magazine: 

Kirkwood Apartments (6 sections) . 

Bunker Hill Apartments 

Wlllston .Vpartments (9 sections)... 
Kenwood Gardens 


Total. 


Ian Woodner: 

Crestwood Lake .Yfiartments (2 sections).. 

Manor Park Apartments (2 sections) 

Fayc'lte Court 

Columbia Heights No. 4 

Ilimtwood Aparttnents 

University Hills 


Total. 


Samuel Rodman: 

Atlantic Gardens No, 1. 
Chesapeake Terrace 


Total. 


Dewey Gottlieb: District Heights (4 sections).. 
Bernard Weinberg: 

Pleasantville Apartments 

Barrington Manor 


Total. 


George Marcus: 
Urban Manor... 
Cambridge, Inc. 
Leonia Gardens. 


Total. 


Fred Schneider: 

Parkchoster Court (4 sections) . 
Rhode Island, Inc 


Total. 


Charles Rose: Joflerson Village (10 sections) 

Manor (4 sections) 

Alley Pond Park (2 sections), 
scaions) Apartments (2 

PWmas J. O’Brien: Mcadowbrook Corp 

LeoLippman: 

Webster Homes.. 

Norden Court 

Admiral Homes 

1 .9*proodoro Homes I 

^Itley Corp... 

Barrington Heights.” .' 

Jlmcar Homes. 

ohorolaiKl Homes..””' 


Total. 


Windfall 


1,404,175 


3,600,000 
2,119, 353 


79, 392 
10,283 
20, .5K7 
77,294 


478,001 


665,617 


342, 000 


342. 000 
1, 290, 900 


228.000 
482, 967 


710, 967 


390, 000 


281, 435 


.$135, 718 
1,071,176 
144, 458 
9,695 
43, 129 


120, 000 
270, 000 


135, 000 
475, 577 
834. 596 

36, 604 


686, 584 


680,680 


Number of 
rooms 

Annual 
rental in- 
crease 

Insuring district 
oflice 

4,064 

$52, 153 

New Jersey. 

5, 506 

233,664 

Do. 

2, 056 

34, .541 

Do. 

1,343 

29,704 

Do. 

516 

4,768 

Do. 

12, 485 

354,830 

. 

11,654 

231,681 

Now York. 

7, 928 

89, 994 

Washington, D. C. 

3, 004 

45, 496 

Do. 

110 

1,399 

Do. 

5,519 

81,712 

Do. 

2, 336 

77, 5.55 

Ohio. 

10, 969 

206, 162 


2, 166 

19, 557 

New York. 

1, ')3 l 

38,712 

Delaware. 

228 

4, 186 

Washington, D. C. 

1,311 

02, 136 

Do. 

797 

6, 408 

Do. 

1,314 

62, 136 

Do. 

7, 353 

193, 135 


103 

'■■■ ' 

1,643 

Do. 

810 

4, 665 

Do. 

973 

6, 308 


2. 280 

55, 685 

Do. 

968 

19,515 

New Jersey. 

1,350 

34, 992 

Do. 

■Bsa 

54, 507 


114 

4. 200 

Do. 

.077 

10, 386 

Do. 

133 

4,533 

Do. 

.S24 

19, 119 


1, 100 

16, 719 

Washington, D. C, 

1. 284 

25, 423 

Do. 

2,384 

42. 142 


2, 794 

37. 240 

Do. 

1, 320 

44. 514 

New Jersey. 

928 

58,500 

Now’ York. 

2, 082 

40, 073 

Maryland, 

2. 675 

46, 129 

Indiana. 

136 

4, 069 

Do. 

296 

8, 916 

Do. 


7,229 

Do. 

480 

14, 458 

Do. 

288 

8. 676 

Do. 

1,240 


Do. 

112 

2, 486 

Do. 

621 


Do. 

3, 313 

09, 122 
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Rental moreases on windfall projects {public hearings only ) — Continued 


Witnesses and projects 

WindfaU 

Number of 
rooms 

Annual 
rental in- 
creo.se 

Insuring district 
ofllco 

Herbert QIassman: Qlassmanor (3 sections) 

William 8. Banks: University City 

$251. 102 
195, 674 

3,485 
1, 516 

$16, 308 
22,677 

Washington, D.C 
Do. 


Albert Stark: 

Drumcastle Apartments 

202, 180 
2, 716 

1,202 

15,434 

11,988 


Seton Heights^ 

’900 




Total 

204, 805 

2, 102 

27,422 




Alexander Muss: 

Sunset Gardens 


323 

4,380 

New Jersey. 
Do. 

Boulevard Gardens 

138, 142 

864 

43, 554 


Total 

138, 142 

1, 177 

47, 934 




Israel Orllan: Floral Park, Inc 

148,089 

525,616 

1,092 

20,049 
62, 462 

Do. 

Benjamin Neisloss: Brook^de Gardens 

i;663 

Do. 


Charles Punia: 

Hutton-Lafayette Gardens 


909 

11,344 

Do. 

Clinton Towers - - 


125 

4. 380 

Do. 



Total 


1,034 

15. 724 





Herbert Du Bols: 

Clover Hills Gardens 

280. 000 

794 

17, 162 

Do. 

Parkway Apartments 

250, 000 

1,591 

43, 339 

Do. 


Total 

530. 000 

2,385 

60, 491 




Saul SUberman: Uplands Apartments 

562, 000 

2,007 

1,022 

14, 450 

Maryland. 

Pennsylvania. 

Dr. Daniel Gevinson: Flamingo Apartments... 

34, 700 




The Chairman. Thank you very much, Mr. Lyons. 

Our next witness will be Mr. Carl Budwesky of the Shirley- Duke 
Apartments. 

Will you come up, Mr. Budwesky? 

Will you be sworn, Mr. Budweslvy? Do you solemnly swear the 
testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so lielp you God ? 

TESTIMONY OE CARL BUDWESKY, SHIRLEY-DUKE APARTMENTS, 

ALEXANDRIA, VA. — Resumed 

Mr. Budwesky. I do. 

The Chairman. Thank you, sir. Be seated, please. 

Mr. Budwesky asked to be heard this morning because we asked 
him some time ago to furnish us with the canceled checks amounting 
to something like $112,000 that Shirley-Duke paid to a man by the 
name of Bornstein ; isn’t that correct? (See p. 184, pt. 1.) 

Mr. Budwesky. The amount of money, of $112,000 was paid to me 
as trustee. 

The Chairman. As trustee ; yes. 

Mr. Budwesky. And -I stated that the money belonged to Mr- 
William Bornstein, and associate, Mr. Adolph Klein. 

The Chairman. Klein ? 

Mr. Budwesky. K-l-e-i-n, and as I was instructed subsequently by 
Mr. Hutman and Mr. Loftus, I disbursed $112,000 to these gentleinei 

I was requested to furnish the checks showing that disbursement 
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1 have tlie originals of those checks here, and I have also photostat 
copies, which I would like to leave with the committee. 

The Chairman. Without objection, they will be made a part of the 
record. 

May I see them j ust a moment ? 

You dropped some on the floor, I believe. These are copies of the 
checks ? 

Mr. BimwESKY. They are the original checks. Disbursement was 
made on three different occasions in different amounts. About $80,000 
in January of 1951. 

The Chairman. '\Wiat was the purpose of paying Mr. Bornstein this 
money 

Mr. Budwesky. He was a stockholder in sections 4 and 5 and that 
was liis part of the distribution of the unexpended portion of the 
mortgage money. 

The Chairman. Of the unexpended portion of the mortgage 
money ? 

Mr. Budw'esky. That is right. 

The Chairman. He received some $1T2,000? 

Mr. Bitdwesky. He and his son and their partners. 

The Chairman. Wliat did he pay originally for the capital stock 
from which these earnings came? 

Mr. BumvESKY. Just a moment. 

The Chairman. Maybe you don’t recall, but it was 

Mr. Budwesky. I can tell you exactly. They had 30 shares in each 
corporation for which they paid $5 a share. 

The Chairman. So he paid less than $160 for it? 

Mr. Budwesky. Then they paid $150 for it on 30 shares in 4 and 
$150 for the 30 shares in 5. 

The Chairman. So he paid $300? 

Mr. Budwesky. That is right. 

The Ch-iAiRMAN. And got back $112,500? 

Mr. Budwesky. That is correct, sir. 

The Chairman. He did well, didn’t he? 

Mr. Budwesky. Very well. 

The Chairman. Now, have you any questions, Mr. Sells? 
fir^^ ^ ^ don’t think the press got your 

Mr. Budwesky. The first name is Carl, C-a-r-1. 

Mr. Siii^Ls. And what is your present capacity with Shirley-Duke? 
i -p. 1 ^‘-Jf/^^^WESKY. I am a small stockholders in all six of the Shirley- 
ime Corps. I have a 3-percent interest. 

1 he Chairman. Any questions, Mr. Dinkins? 

I Mr. Dinkins. No, sir. 

'i^man. We will give you back the original checks and make 
e photostats part of the record. 

ust 1 minute. Mr. William Bornstein had 30 shares that cost liim 

His certuin portion of the 30 shares, 

certain ^ portion of the 30 shares, and Mr. Klein had a 

T) T forget the exact percentage of the 30. 

le Ln AIRMAN. That was in sections 4 and 5 of Shirley-Duke? 

. Budwesky. Four and five; that is right. 


« 
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The Chairman. And that was the same firm that I just mentioned 
in the record that got an increase in rent. 

Mr. Budwesky. That is right. 

The Chairman. Somebody tell me how much Shirley-Duke was 
permitted to increase rents alter making this tremendous amount. 

Mr. Budwesky. As I recall, you stated their annual increase was 
$89,000. 

The Chairman. $89,000? 

Mr. Budwesky. That is right. 

The Chairman. That is nearly $90,000 for 30 years, and that would 
be a $2,700,000 increase that they were permitted. 

Mr. I3udwesky. I think it averaged about $2.50 an apartment per 
month allowed in rents. 

The Chairman. But it would be $90,000 a year for 30 years, whicli 
would be $2,700,000. 

Mr. Budwesky. That is right. 

The Chairman. That the tenants over there were paying, as an 
increase, after having 1 man here make, on a $300 investment, $112,500. 

Mr. Budwesky. Yes. But he has to pay it back, you know, to the 
mortgagee. Corporations have to pay mat money back to the mort- 
gagee. 

The Chairman. Yes; but it is a $1,000 corporation, that is all. I 
would have no quarrel with Mr. Bornstein or anybody else if they 
were endorsing the mortgage, but they are not endorsing the moii 
gage. They took $112,500, put it in their pocket, and the Govern- 
ment is sitting there with a guaranteed mortgage, with a corpora- 
tion of 30 shares, at what, $5 

Mr. Budwesky. The Government insured the mortgage ; the indi- 
viduals did not. 

The Chairman. I know. 

Mr. Budwesky. But, incidentally, the Government is getting about 
$1,250,000 for insuring the mortgage. 

The Chairman. That may well be true. That is true of every in- 
sured mortgage. 

Mr. Budwesky. They are in the insurance business ; that is right. 

The Chairman. That is true of every insured mortgage. 

Mr. Budwesky. That is right. 

The Chairman. Any other questions? 

Mr. Sells. No. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much, Mr. Budwesky. 

Mr. Budwesky. You are very welcome, sir. 

The Chairman. We will make these checks part of the record. 

(The checks referred to follow :) 
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The Chairman. Our next witnesses, we will call two of them at the 
same time, are Mr. James E. Coombs, of Morgantown, W. Va., and 
Mr. Robert L. Shuman, of Morgantown, W. Va. 

Will you gentlemen please come forward ? Will you gentlemen be 
sworn, please? You solemnly swear the testimony you are about to 
give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so 
help you God ? 

TESTIMONY OF JAMES E. COOMBS, MORGANTOWN, W. VA., ACCOM- 
PANIED BY ROBERT L. SHUMAN, COUNSEL 

Mr. Coombs. Ido. 

Mr. Shuman. Ido. 

The Chairman. Thank you, sir. Will you please be seated? 

If you will give the reporter your full names and addresses for the 
record, we will appreciate it very much. 

Mr. Shuman. Robert L. Shuman, Morgantown, Monongalii 
County, W. Va. 

Mr. Coombs. James E. Coombs, Morgantown, W. Va. 

The Chairman. You may proceed, Air. Dinkins. 

Mr. Dinkins. Mr. Coombs, you are the president and general man- 
ager of Baker & Coombs, Inc. ? 

Mr. Coombs. That is right. 

Mr. Dinkins. Your company engages in the construction business!! 
Mr. Coombs. Yes, sir. I 

Mr. Dinkins. And Mr. Shuman is your attorney ? I 

Mr. Coombs. That is correct. I 

Mr. Dinkins. Mr. Shuman, I will address my questions to Mr.| 
Coombs, but whenever you have anything to add to his answer, or ill 
you have any different ideas about his answers, will you feel freetol 
come in and add to his testimonv ? I 

Mr. Shuman. Yes, sir. I 

Mr. Dinkins. Mr. Coombs, did there come a time in January oil 
1950 when you and Mr. Shuman had occasion to come to Washingbrnl 
in connection with the Government military housing project sti 
Patuxent, Md. ? I 

Mr. Coombs. That is correct. I 

Mr. DiifKiNS. Do you recall at that time whether you had ^nul 
conversations with Mr. Marshall Diggs, attorney, whose office is ail 
1025 Connecticut Avenue, in Washington? I 

Mr. Coombs. Yes; I do. I 

Mr. Dinkins. Did you also have some conversations with a Mr.| 
Richard McCormick? I 

Mr. Coombs. Yes, sir. I 

Mr. Dinkins. And a Mr. Ed Bennett? I 

Mr. ( 'OOMB8. That is correct. I 

Mr. Dinkins. Mr. Coombs, I show yon what purports to be al 
carbon copy of a letter wliich you wrote to Mr. Diggs and to 
Tarnay on October 11, 1950, and I call your particular attention^ 
the last paragraph on page 1 and tlie lirst paragraph on page 2, wbicuH 
I would like you to glance at to refresh your recollection. , ■ 

Mr. Coombs. Now^ you are asking about the last paragraph ont^B 
first page and the second paragraph — or the first paragraiffi on 
second page and the last paragraph on the first page f I 
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Mr. Dinkins. Well, I wanted to refresh your reeollection, 

Mr. Coombs. Yes. 

Mr. Dinkins. And I have particular reference to those two para- 
graphs. 

Mr. Coombs. Yes. 

The Chairman. May we have the letter back, please? 

Mr. Dinkins, Now, Mr. Coombs, this is a copy of the letter which 
you wrote ? 

Mr. Coombs. Yes. 

Mr. Dinkins, ^nd the facts as stated in this letter are correct? 
Mr. Coombs. Yes, I would say so, sir. 

I * j * 1 . •» t C/Oombs, you stated, with reference 

to your negotiations here in Washington, and I quote : 

The entire negotiations were handled or had with one Mr. McCormick who 
represented himself as your agent and public relations man of your law firm 
which representation was confirmed by Mr. Marshall Diggs, who stated that we 
could fairly rely upon his statements, assurances, 

which needless to say we did, Inasmuch as Marshall Diggs was at the time the 
agrrement was signed burdened with considerable matters that llmi“d his 
available time as due to the discussion of this matter with us Our ^“poration 
was requested at approximately 10 p. m. one evening to send representatives of 
hia corporation to Washington. D. C.. to confer with your lawXm to rXion 
to a military housing project at Patuxent, and were notified that the simation 
was urgent, that our representatives should proceed immediately which they 
Washington early the following morning. Upon arriving in 
Washington, a general and further discussion was had with your agent ^nd 

Mayflower Hotel. Said discussion^ pertatoing en^ 
r ly to tile military bousing development to be constructed at Patuxent Our 
cowration prior to this time had no knowledge of any such projecfrnd cer 

onJZnbg 

morning? arrived in Washington the next 

o’cKo°thf • ^ around between 3 and 4 

0 ciocK in the morning. 

HiT n Just when and where did you first meet with Mr 

^Mr after you arrived in Washington « ^ ‘ 
thtoti^ rf' ^ believe we met them that night: dtd we? I 

morning ; wasn’t it ? 

howslatem^''^' ™ approximately 3 or 4 

would say that we probably met them — I don’t re- 

H>et him VT®"2 ''iT • McCormick. We probably 

followiiig mZifn|. following morning, or 8 o’clock the 

£: E" s,™ “ wL'“ ^ M-JW How , 

I want to explain, it has been so far back 
ae Chairman. In January 1950? 


3702 


FHA INVESTIGATION 


Mr. Coombs. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. You came to Washington and arrived at 4 o’clock 
in the morning? 

Mr. Coombs. That is right. 

The Chairman. And went to the Mayflower Hotel and met Mr. 
McCormick? 

Mr. Coombs. Well, we arrived and then we went to another hotel 
and spent the night and came back to the Mayflower the next morning. 

The Chairman. Is that Mr. McCormick sitting in the rear of this 
room ? Will you turn around ? Is that the gentleman there ? 

Mr. Coombs. I wouldn’t recognize him, to tell you the truth. I don’t 
know, sir. 

The Chairman. You do not know. But you remember you did see 
him, Mr. McCormick? 

Mr. Coombs. Yes, sir, I did. But I saw him just that one time. 

The Chairman. That was the only time you saw him? 

Mr. Coombs. Yes. 

The Chairman. That was in J anuary 1950. 

Mr. Shuman. I recognized him when I came into the room. 

Tlie Chairman. Mr. Shuman, is that the Mr. McCormick sitting in 
the rear of the room ? 

Mr. Shuman. I would say that is the Mr. McCormick that I met at 
the Mayflower Hotel. I recognized him when I came in. But I did 
not remember his first name. 

The Chairman. I see. Proceed then to tell us what happened. 

Mr. Coombs. I was going to say that first of all some of these things 
might be out of order when they happened. 

The Chairman. As to continuity ? 

Mr. Coombs. That is right ; yes, sir. 

We met Mr. McCormick and a Mr. Waugh. He was from Buchanan, 
W. Va. And we were also accompanied on our trip by a Mr. Van- 
Gilder. 

Now, I believe they were partners in a construction company, a 
temall construction company near Buchanan. And evidently Mr. 
Waugh received information of these military housing installations 
and evidently he felt it was too much for his organization. I think 
probably the initial call was made by him to us late that evening. 
They informed us the next morning — now as to which one informed us, 
whether it was Mr. Waugh or Mr. McCormick exactly I don’t know, 
but I would say they were both present — that they felt that they could 
obtain for us the contract for constructing a housing project at the 
naval station at Patuxent, Md., and told us that we s&uld — ^that Mr. 
Marshall Diggs of Washington 

The Chairman. He is an attorney. 

Mr. Coombs. Yes, sir — could handle 

The Chairman. Were you here when he testified before this com- 
mittee in October? 

Mr. Coombs. No, I was ngt, sir. 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. Coombs. Told us that Mr. Diggs should represent us in Wash- 
ington, and he felt that Mr. Diggs could obtain for us 

The Chairman. McCormick told you that ? 

Mr. Coombs. It was either Mr. McCgmiick or Mr. Waugh or both 
of them. 
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The Chairman. Both told you that you ought to be represented by 
Mr. Diffgs, this lawyer in Washington? 

Mr. Coombs. That is correct, sir. 

The Chairman. That he could secure for you a contract to build 
this project at Patuxent. 

Mr. Coombs. That is correct. 

Shortly after that, we went over to Mr. Diggs’ office. 

Mr. Shuman. May I interrupt there just a moment ? 

The Chairman. You may, if you have something. 

Mr. Shuman. I don’t think there was any firm promise. 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Well, they suggested they might be able to do it, is that it? 

Mr. Shuman. Y"es, that he had the know-how as far as having sup- 
plied certain information in relation to the preparation of some of the 
bills. 

The Chairman. I see, yes. 

Mr. Shuman. Wasn’t that your understanding? 

Mr. Coombs. Yes. 

The Chairman. That he could possibly do it. He was in a position 
to do it, is that it? 

Mr. Shuman. He would be of great advantage. 

The Chairman. He left the impression with you that he had influ- 
ence with certain people, is that correct? 

Mr. Shuman. I think so. 

The Chairman. Yes, sir. You may proceed. 

Mr. Coombs. And we met Mr. Diggs in his office. And I believe that 
Mr. — I know Mr. McCormick was present, or I believe he was, Mr. 
Waugh, Mr. Van Gilder, and I believe Mr. Bennett was present then 
also. 

The Chairman. Who was Mr. Bennett ? 

Mr. Coombs. Mr. Ed Bennett from somewhere in West Virginia, I 
am not exactly sure where, sir. 

Mr. Dinkins. Incidentally, Mr. Coombs, was Mr. Bennett ever 
referred to as Senator Bennett? 

Mr. Coombs. Yes, sir. I believe he was a past West Virginia State 
senator. 

The Chairman. Living here in Washington at the time? 

Mr. Coombs. I don’t know that, sir. 

Evidently, he was a friend of Mr. Waugh’s. 

Mr. Dinkins. That impression you got is that he was either a 
senator or former senator of the State of West Virginia ? 

. Mr. Coombs. Yes. They called him senator, though I believe that 
it was my impression at the time — it might have been at a later time — 
that he was a State senator and not a United States Senator. 

Mr. Dinkins. Do you recall any references to Mr. McCormick as 
•‘^^r^sentative McCormick ? 

Yes, I do. He was referred to as Representative 
M^ormick and I was told that. 

Now, my memory is similar to Mr. Coombs on that. I don’t know 
whether he was held out to us to be a Representative at that time or a 
former Representative. I think it was a former Representative be- 
muse he was — I had received the impression at that time he was at- 
torney in Mr. Digg’s office. 
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The Chairman. In other words,, they called you at 10 o’clock in the 
night. You arrived here at 4 o’clock in the morning. You went to a 
hotel. At 9 o’clock you met these gentlemen at the Mayflower, at 
which time Mr. Bennett was there whom they called Senator, and 
Mr. McCormick was there who they called Congressman or Repre- 
sentative, is that correct ? 

Mr. Coombs. Not Congressman. 

The Chairman. They told you a man by the name of Diggs, an at- 
torney, could secure for you a contract to build this project at Pa- 
tuxent ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Coombs. That is essentially correct, yes. 

The Chairman. Then you proceed to Mr. Diggs’ office? 

Mr. Coombs. That is correct. 

The Chairman. What did Mr. Diggs tell you, that he (ould or 
could not? 

Mr. Coombs. First of all he told us that he was handling many 
similar cases for many contractors over the country and that he had 
picked out for us the Patuxent Naval Base job. 

The Chairman. He was going to do you a favor ? 

Mr. Coombs. That is right, sir. 

The Chairman. You never met him before? 

Mr. Coombs. No, sir. 

The Chairman. It was nice of him, wasn’t it? 

Mr. Coombs. And told us the terms and conditions under which 
he would work. 

It seems that he wanted a $5,000 retainer. 

Now, his recollection and our recollection of how that was to be 
used or the application of that was different, in that we felt that it 
was a sum of money that he was to draw against to cover his expense 
during the setting up of the corporation and the preparation of the 
submissions. 

In addition to that, there would be a corporation formed which 
would manage the houses after they were constructed. And his part- 
ner, or he would become a shareholder 

Tile Chairman. In that corporation? 

Mr. Coombs. With that corporation ; that is correct. 

The Chairman. Did he tell you how much capital would be put in 
that corporation? Three hundred dollars, five hundred dollws? 
One thousand dollars is generally the pattern. I just wondered if it 
was true in this instance. 

Mr. Coombs. I don’t believe that was discussed at all. 

Mr. Shuman. I think that corporation had to conform with any of 
the requirements set up in the housing bills. 

The Chairman. I see. 

Mr. Shuman. For the management of the housing projects. 

The Chairman. In other words, he said for $5,000 that he could 
get you this contract. 

Did you pay him the $5,000? 

Mr. Coombs. Well, now, he was getting the contract. We were to 
build it in conjunction with Waugh and van Gilder. Then himself 
and our company were to set up a management corporation. 

The Chairman. I see. 

Mr. Coombs. To run it. 

The Chairman. But he — did you pay him $5,000 ? 
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^r. Coombs. Well, we did not right then. We went back to the 
hotel and we sat down and again I believe Mr. Waugh and Mr. 
McCormick, I believe, were present, I am not sure of that, and Mr. 
Shuman and myself sat down and discussed it more. 

}Ye called Morgantown and had a check made up for $5,000 and put 
in the post office that night. 

The Chairman. To Mr. Diggs? 

Mr. Coombs. To Mr. Diggs. 

The Chairman, Was the check made to Diggs personally? 

Mr. Coombs. Yes, sir. We have the copy of the check. 

The Chairman. Do you have the check, please? 

Mr. Coombs. Yes. 

The Chairman. Mr. McCormick’s name did not appear on it? 

Mr. Coombs. No, sir; I do not believe so. 

Mr. Shuman. No. 

The Chairman. If you have the check, we would appreciate hav- 
iug it. 

Mr. Shuman. Senator, you must realize that this conversation ex- 
tended from about 8 or 9 o’clock in the morning through to 5 or 5 : 30 
that afternoon. 

The Chairman. Yes; I appreciate that. 

Mr. Dinkins. Mr. Shuman, during that conversation, were there 
any representations made to you, either by Mr. Diggs or by Mr. McCor- 
mick, that Mr. Diggs had an important part in writing the Wherry 
Act under which this project was to be built, or that he was virtually 
the father of the Wherry Act? 

Mr. Shuman. I wouldn’t say that I got the impression that he was 
the father of it, but I was given the impression that he had a better 
understanding of the act as the result of some participation than the 
pneral attorney in Washington, and that he had a certain amount of 
know-how in relation to the obtaining of the contracts. But I want 
to again repeat that I don’ know of any time that we were absolutely 
promised any contract. 

Mr. Dinkins. Well, did you understand that Mr. Diggs actively 
participated in the writing of the Wherry Act in any way ? 

Mr. Shuman. Well, Mr. Coombs made that statement about 6 weeks 
ago, and I don’t know whether — at that time refreshed my memory 
or whether I myself remembered that. 

Mr. Coombs. I definitely do remember that point. 

The Chairman. I donx want to interrupt here, but it isn’t quite 
h) me. You say you were called at 10 o’clock at night? 

Mr. Shuman. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. i\jid you came in and arrived at 4 o’clock in the 
morning? 

Shuman. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. Went to some hotel. Then met with these gentle- 
9 o’clock at the Mayflower. 

TR* That is correct. 

Ihe Chairman. What was the rush about it ? 

or Mr. McCormick or Mr. 

Coombs. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Were they all total strangers? 
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Mr. Shuman, I knew Mr. Waugh. 

The Chairman. Oh. 

Mr. Shuman. Only through my acquaintance with him in college. 

The Chairman. I see. 

But you did not know Mr. Biggs or Mr. McCormick. 

Mr. Shuman. No. 

Mr. Coombs. I knew Mr.* Van Gilder, who was the one that first 
brought the information to us. 

The Chairman. What was so rushed about this whole business that 
you had to get in here at 4 o’clock in the morning? 

Mr. Coombs. We could never understand that. 

Mr. Shuman. We sure couldn’t. 

Mr. Coombs. And even after we got here we couldn’t find out why 
it was so rushed. 

The Chairman. What was the date you arrived here ? January — 

Mr. Coombs. I am guessing from that check that we arrived here 
the morning of the 20th of J anuary. 

The Chairman. And then you telephoned Morgantown and they 
mailed this check, and this check — I will read this into the record 
because it is the original check. We will not ask you for it at the 
moment. The check to Marshall R. Biggs for $5,000, dated Janu- 
ary 20, 1960, check No. 33075, drawn on the account of the Baker & 
Coombs, Inc., general contractors, $5,000, and the check bears the 
endorsement for deposit to the account of Marshall Biggs. So he 
did get the $5,000. 

Now, did he ever get you a contract? 

Mr. Coombs. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Mr. Biggs or Mr. Waugh? 

Mr. Coombs. If I may continue with one more thing. 

The Chairman. Yes; you may. 

Mr. Coombs. Then after everything had settled down and we were 
getting ready — oh, I suppose it was an hour after that, and we were 
getting ready .to leave Washington to drive to Charleston, Mr. Shuman 
and myself sat down and decided that, well, we just didn’t like the 
sound of the whole thing and we called Morgantown back and told 
them to hold up the check, but it had already gone out that evening. 
Then we left that evening for Charleston, W. Va. 

The Chairman. Now, did Mr. Biggs or Mr. McCormick ever get 
you a contract? 

Mr. Coombs. No, sir. 

Mr. Shuman. Senator, approximately a week later, a week or 2 
weeks, I don’t know the exact time, I returned to Washington, D. C-i 
to Mr. Biggs’ office, at which time and place I was to aid in the filhng 
out of certain forms for this project. I recall, to the best of my recol- 
lection, I completed the forms there using his secretary to do the 
typing, and took the forms to the naval base at Patuxent and sub- 
mitted them or the forms to a major or some officer. 

The Chairman. You did make an application? 

Mr. Coombs. Yes, sir, we did ; at that time. 

The Chairman. And that application was prepared by Mr. Diggs 
in his office ? 

Mr. Coombs. Yes. 

The Chairman. Then what happem^d ? 
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Mr. Coombs. As I say, I prepared it. Mr. Diggs wasn’t there. 

The Chairman. I see. 

Mr. Coombs. I think he came in right before I took the application 
over. Then later he informed us that the corporation didn’t meet the 
qualifications because of management personnel for a project. 

The Chairman. In other words, you did not get the contract? 

Mr. Coombs. No, sir. 

The Chairman. Did Mr. Diggs keep your $5,000 ? 

Mr. Coombs. He did not keep all of it. I was able to get a portion 
of it back. 

The Chairman. Did he voluntarily return it to you ? 

Mr. Coombs. After several trips to Washington, and on the last 
trip I got Mr. James Boss, of Boss & Watchel, to accompany me to his 
office, at which time I again repeated to him the action that we would 
take to gain back the money. And I believe about that same time 
or shortly afterward we saw in a West Virginia.paper where a Charles- 
ton outfit had paid him $5,000 and had brought a suit against him for 
the money. 

He returned — may I see that file? Because I made a note at the 
time I was here. 

Mr. Dinkins. Mr. Shuman, our records indicate that you paid 
$5,000 to Diggs on January 20, 1950, and that you received half of it, 
$2^00, back on August 28, 1951. 

Does that coincide with your recollection ? 

Mr. Coombs. Yes, sir; because I notice here a statement from Mr. 
Boss, the attorney, in which he billed Baker & Coombs for services, 
$100, on the 19th day of J uly 1951, for accompanying me to Mr. Diggs’ 
office. 

The Chairman. And you did turn the matter over to your local 
attorney. 

Mr. Coombs. No. I was here with him. 

The Chairman. I see. 

Mr. Coombs. Then he, referring to he, Marshall Diggs, stated that 
ne would pay the money by September 1, 1951, and he stated to me, 
there is July while I was in his office with Mr. Boss, that is — ^he 
returned $2,500, and he stated that that was his entire fee, and he 
told me at that time that some attorney in West Virginia got the rest 
of the money. 

The Chairman. Without objection, we will place in the record at 
this time a letter dated August 27, 1951, written by Robert S. Tarnav 
on the letterhead of Marshall R. Diggs’ law office, 1025 Connecticut 
Avenue, Washington, D. C., a letter to Mr. Coombs, in which Mr. 
larnay in behalf of Mr. Diggs returns to you $2,500. 

(Ihe letter referred to follows:) 


Law Offices, Marshall R. Diggs, Robert S. Tarnay 
M r. James E. Coombs, WaMnffton 6, D. C., August 27. 1951. 

Baker (t Coombs, Morgantoim, TT. Va. 

“'^re is enclosed 

JOU bv amount of $2,500, representing the amount returnable to 

forth in the above-mentioned letter of July 18. 
mg forward to working with you again on other matters, I am. 
sincerely yours, 


Robert S, Tarnay. 
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The Chairman. What did he do for the $2,500 he kept? 

Mr. Coombs. He furnished secretarial services for you for a couple 
or 3 hours. 

Mr. Shuman. He gave us a very entertaining group of letters in 
which he gave a travelog of where he had been and why we could 
not contact him while we were in Washington or on our numerous 
calls to Washington. We insisted on the $5,000 and he stated to me 
that this attorney in West Virginia had gotten $2,500 and all he had 
left was $2,500. I called Mr. Coombs from Washington and said, 
“Jim, if I were you I believe I would take it.” 

And Jim says, “We will do whatever you want to,” and I took $2,500 
as complete settlement. 

The Chairman. Who was the attorney in West Virginia. 

Mr. Shuman. I don’t know, unless it was Mr. Waugh, because Mr. 
Waugh is an attorney from Buckhannon, but I don't know that he 
got them. 

The Chairman. You are an attorney; aren’t you ? 

Mr. Shuman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dinkins. Mr. Shuman, did you and Mr. Coombs testify here in 
Washington at an executive session on September 9 f 

Mr. Shuman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dinkins. Of this year. 

Afr. Coombs, I call your attention to what appears on our record at 
page 11049 — after we were discussing what Mr. Diggs and Mr. McCor- 
mick had done to earn this $5,000 fee. 

Mr. Coombs. Yes. 

Mr. Dinkins. You stated and I quote: 

They felt that until they got our money there was no doubt about the project, 
and as soon as they got our money they were Just like an eel. You couldn’t pin 
them down to anything. 

Then Mr. Shuman interjected and said ; 

They went from optimism to evasion. 

I asked this question : 

Did yon have any trouble contacting Diggs or McCormick after that? 
Meaning after you paid the money over to him, and your answer was: 

I never saw Diggs and McCormick after that date. He was always very 
•vasive and was always out of town. 

Mr. Coombs. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

The Chairman. Did you ever find out why they wanted you at 4 
o’clock in the morning? 

Mr. Coombs. Never did, sir. 

The Chairman. Why it was so rushed ? 

Mr. Coombs. We always just kind of felt that we were country boys 
and got took by the city slickers. 

The Chairman. You kind of felt you “got took” at 4 o’clock in the 
momii^l 

Mr. Coombs. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. I suppose every businessman has to be “took’ once. 
You are no exception. . . 

Mr. Coombs. We left at 3 o’clock to come over here this morning. 

The Chairman. Well, I hope you don’t feel you have been “took 
here. 
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Thank you very much, gentlemen. We appreciate your help and 
your testimony. 

Mr. Shuman. Thank you, Senator. 

The Chairman. Thamr you very much. 

Mr. Coombs. Thank you. 

The Chairman. We will give you this check back. 

Our next witness will be Mr. Richard McCormick. 

Mr. McCormick, will you come forward, please? Mr. McCormick, 
will you be sworn, please? ^ . 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the whole truth, so help 
you God ? 

TESTIMONY OF RICHAED McCORMICK, VIENNA, VA. 

Mr. McCormick. I do. 

The Chairman. Will you be seated? 

Give your full name and address to the reporter. 

Mr. McCormick. Richard McCormick, Vienna, Va. 

The Chairman. I would like to have the record show that Mr. 
McCormick was subpenaed to appear before this committee in October, 
but was unable to appear at that time on account of sic^ess, and his 
doctor furnished us with a certificate stating or setting forth his 
illness. That is the reason that he is back today. He was unable to 
testify at that time. He was served with a new subpena on October 18 
to appear today. 

You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Dinkins. Mr. McCormick, during the latter half of the year 
1949 and the early part of 1960 were your business headquarters in 
Washington then located at the Mayflower Hotel? 

Mr. McCormick. That is correct, 

Mr. Dinkins. Do you know a Mr. Marshall Diggs, attorney in 
town? 

Mr. McCormick. I do. 

Mr. Dinkins. Who was testified about by, the preceding witnesses ? 

Mr. McCormick. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dinkins. Now, did you have a business relationship with Mr. 
Diggs during 1949 and 1950 under which you were going to bring to 
him companies interested in Wherry Act projects? 

Mr. McCormick. That is correct. 

The Chairman. May I ask this. Mr. McCormick, did Mr. Diggs 
approach you to do this or did you apiproach Mr. Diggs ? 

Mr. McCormick. Well, frankly. Senator, I can’t tell you just the 
it worked out. 

The Chairman. How long had you known Mr. Diggs? 

Mr. McCormick. Well, I met Mr. Diggs just about that time. 

The Chairman. I see. You hadn’t previously known hiih? 

Mr. McCormick. No; that is coiTect. 

The Chairman. And you can’t remember whether he suggested that 
you become a bird dog for him in bringing cases or whether you 
suggested it to him; is that right? 

Mr. McCormick. To the best of my recollection, this is the way it 
uappened 

The Chairman. I see. 



3710 


FHA INVESTIGATION 


Mr. McCormick. Ernest Bailey of Charleston, W. Va. 

The Chairman. Ernest Bailey of Charleston, W. Va. ? 

Mr. McCormick. Yes; called me at the Mayflower Hotel and said 
this Wherry Act was about to be passed or was passed and for me 
to get the information on it. 

The Chairman. Who was Mr. Bailey? Was he a lawyer or 
builder? 

Mr. McCormick. No ; he is not a lawyer. He was a civil engineer. 
The Chairman. I see. 

Mr. McCormick. And also in the coal business. 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. McCormick. But he had a hand in politics. 

The Chairman. He telephoned you asking you to secure for him 
whatever information you could on the so-called Wlierry Act? 
Mr. McCormick. That is right. 

The Chairman. All right. Then what happened ? 

Mr. McCormick. Then I got that information by getting those 
little pamphlets. 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. McCormick. Of the act and so forth and so on. Then we had 

a meeting with Ed Bennett 

The Chairman. WTio is Ed Bennett? 

Mr, McCormick. Well, Ed Bennett is in the building-supply busi- 
ness or was at that time in Buckhannon, W. Va. 

The Chairman. I see. 

Mr, McCormick. WTio knew both of those gentlemen. 

The Chairman. You had a conference with Mr. Bennett? 

Mr. McCormick. Yes; and that was in Washington. 

The Chairman. I see. Plere in Washington? 

Mr. McCormick. That is right. 

So the primary plan was to create some business. In other words, 
this Wherry Housing Act which- would give housing to the Govern- 
ment employees and it was decided, to make sure we got it, to have 
those bids as low as possible and the rentals on that same basis. 

So, then,, it was decided that we needed an attorney. 

The Chairman. That you needed an attorney ? 

Mr. McCormick. We did. 

The Chairman. You and Mr 

Mr. McCormick. The three of us. 

The Chairman. Yes. 

That is Mr. Bennett, yourself and Mr. Waugh ? 

Mr. McCormick. That is right. 

The Chairman. Mr. Waugh, the third one? 

Mr. McCormick. No, Mr. Waugh was not in that. 

The Chairman. Who were the three ? 

Mr. McCormick. It was Ernest Bailey. 

The Chairman. I see. 

Mr. McCormick. And Ed Bennett and myself. 

The Chairman. And yourself. 

Mr. McCormick. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. And that you needed an attorney to assist you? 
Mr. McCormick. That is right. 

The Chairman. How did you come to go to Mr. Diggs f 
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Mr. McCormick. Well, as I recall, it was Mr. Bailey’s suggestion, 
because I didn’t Imow any attorneys here, a suggestion that Marshall 
Diggs be brought in. So I met Marshall Diggs. Ed Bennett sug- 
gested we find out something about him. Some inquiries were made, 
and so on and apparently it checked up all right. 

Then he said that he knew more about the Wherry Act. 

The Chairman. You mean Diggs told you that? 

Mr. McCormick. Diggs said this, at this meeting. 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. McCormick. That he knew more about this Wherry Act I be- 
lieve than anybody. 

The Chairman. And did he also tell you he knew Mr. Powell? 

Mr. McCoRivncK. No, no. I never have heard Powell’s name, ever. 
The Chairman. That came later ? 

Mr. McCormick. That never came until I read it in the papers here. 
The Chairman. I see. 

Mr. McCormick. I never heard of Mr. Powell’s name. 

The Chairman. Powell did not enter into this? 

Mr. McCormick. That is correct. 

He told us that prior to this Wherry bill going through, that there 

was some discussion in the Senate or House 

The Chairman. Senate or what ? 

Mr. McCormick. In the Senate or House as to a reference about 
$600 million of the military appropriation that apparently they 
couldn’t get through, and that he was on the golf course. I just don’t 
recall whether it was Burning Tree or what one it was, but it seems it 

was Burning Tree, as I recall. I ran into Ixmis Johnson 

The Chairman. You ran into Louis Johnson? 

Mr. McCormick. No ; I was not there. 

The Chairman. You mean 

Mr. McCormick. That is what Diggs tells us. 

The Chairman. Diggs claimed he ran into Louis Johnson on some 
golf course? 

Mr. McCormick. That is right. 

The Chairman. Mr. Johnson being from West Virginia? 

Mr. McCoRmcK. That is correct. 

The Chairman. Wliat is this year? 

Mr. McCormick. This is 1949. 

The Chairman. 1949. He was at the time Secretary of War. 

Mr. McCormick. No, Secretary of Defense. 

The Chairman. I mean Secretary of Defense. 

Mr. McCormick. That is right. 

Chairman. He was Secretary of Defense at tlie time. 

Mr. McCormick. That is correct. 

He imide the suggestion — this is the story that he told us. 

Chairman. That is Diggs told you ? 

Mr. AIcCormick. Told us, that is correct. 
t}_“® Chairman. He made the suggestion? 

Ti! ’ ^^CoRMicK. To Louis J ohnson. 

Ihe Chairman. Yes. 

^^^.C/>Rmick. On the golf course, that since there was so much 
uble with this appropriation of some $600 million for housing for 
tary, that why not let private enterprise build it. 
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The Chairman. If I remember correctly, that wsis Senator 
Wherry’s idea, but maybe it was Johnson’s, too, and Diggs’. I don’t 
know, 

Mr. McCormick. I don’t know. I don’t know anything about that 
because I know nothing about Washington politics in any way, shape, 
or form. 

The Chairman. I mean the bill was introduced by former Senator 
Wherry? 

Mr. McCormick. That is right. 

The Chairman. Diggs told you that he had suggested to Johnson 
it be handled in that way. 

Mr. McCormick. That is right. 

The Chairman. I see. . 

Mr. McCormick. So he said that he had — there was great assistance 
in that thing. 

The Chairman. Was Diggs a close personal friend of Johnson’s! 

Mr. McCormick. That I don’t know. He said he ran into him — 

The Chairman. Did Diggs tell you this story about J ohnson on your 

first visit to Diggs ? 

Mr. McCormick. That is correct. 

The Chairman. On your first visit ? 

Mr. McCormick. That is right. 

The Chairman. He told you of his conversation with Johnson on 
a certain 

Mr. McCormick. That is right. 

The Chairman. Golf course. And that impressed you, did it? 

Mr. McCormick. Well, naturally. 

I mean, here is a man that has been around Washington, so we found 
out, practically all his adult life, and so forth, in business. 

The Chairman. While playing golf he saw J ohnson, the Secretary 
of Defense, on the golf course, and talked to him about the Wherry 
i!^ct ? 

Mr. McCormick. I know that in years gone by in private busines 
why contacts have been made that way and it didn’t concern me. I 
mean, in other words, it was nothing strange to me. 

The Chairman. In other words, you made a deal with Diggs? 

Mr. McCormick. That is correct. 

The Chairman. Was that a personal d^l between you and D® 
or did these two other gentlemen enter into it ? 

Mr. McCormick. No. They were in with the same. In other wordS) 
the three of us were partners. Then we brought . 

The Chairman. I see. The three of you were partners. That is 

yourselfi Bennett, and 

Mr. McCormick. That is correct. 

The Chairman. Who was the third one ? 

Mr. McCormick. Myself, Bennett, and Bailey ; Ernest Bailey. 

The Chairman. Oh, Ernest Bailey, Bennett, and yourself? 

Mr. McCormick. That is right. 

The Chairman. Were partners on the one hand. 

Mr. McCormick. That is right. 

The Chairman. Diggs was the partner on tlie other. 

Mr. McCormick. That is right. 
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The Chairman. And the agreement was that you three men would 
bring in customers to Diggs and Diggs would close the deal with them, 
is that right? 

Mr. McCormick. The plan was this, that in order — Ed Bennett be- 
ing^in the building supply business. 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. McCormick. And had some accounts or contacts for national 
distribution, that is national prices on equipment and so forth. 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. McCormick. That it made sense to create some business so that 
we would be assured of that particular part of that business. 

The Chairman. I see. 

Mr. McCormick. And also making the housing, cheaper housing 
all the way around. 

The Chairman. What deal did you make with Diggs, you three 
gentlemen ? 

Mr. Dinkins. Excuse me, Mr. McCormick. Let me interrupt for a 
moment. 

Mr. McCormick. Yes. 

Mr. Dinkins. You weren’t in partnership with anybody but Diggs 
when it came to splitting this money ; were you ? 

Mr. McCormick. I want to explain that. 

Mr. Dinkins. I mean, can’t you answer that? 

Did you split this money from these fees with anybody but Diggs? 

Mr. McCormick. I did not; no, because it wasn’t on that basis. 
That money was — r-: 

The Chairman. What deal did you make with Diggs? 

Mr. McCormick. That we would bring the contractors in, after 
being qualified. 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. McCormick. And that they were substantially contractors that 
had the ability to build and were able to do their own financing: an<l 
80 forth. ^ 


The Chairman. You would bring them into Diggs’ office ? 

Mr. McCormick. Yes ; that is right. 

The Chairman. And he would proceed to sell them on the idea of 
paying him, Diggs, a fee ; was that right ? 

McCormick. No: it wasn’t done like that. 

^e Chhairman. Tell us how it was done. 

Mr. McCormick. Here is exactly, as I recall it, how it was done, 
housing — ^that is all we were interested in. 

^©Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. McCormick. That they needed this housing, and needed it 
Daaly, and that if we built good housing — we would be in competition 

other builders and so forth, but if it was done right 

ij ^ ^ ® enough and the rentals were low enough we 

coumn't miss. 

explaining this whole program on a very solid basis 
nrnfif didn’t know anything about the so-called windfall 

thA But it was on a very solid basis as to 

ThA p building and so on, that no tw^o sites would be the same. 
tbA words, you were to bring the people in! 

you just descril^d ? 

* McCormick. That is right. 
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The Chairman. In to see Mr. Diggs? 

Mr, McCormick. That is right. 

The Chairman. Then Mr. Diggs was to sell them on the idea of 
giving him $5,000 ? 

Mr. McCormick. I told these people that Marshall Diggs’ retainer 
was $5,000. 

The Chairman. I see. Now, how many people did you take or send 
to Mr. Diggs? 

Mr. McUormick. I tried to find notes on it. I just don’t know 
exactly, but I told Mr. Dinkins in executive session that Marshall 
Diggs had the record in his office. He had files, and so forth. Every- 
body that I brought to his office — there was a retainer agreement 
signed and it was uiere. 

The Chairman. You testified, or Mr. Diggs has, that you sent to 
him 12 different individuals. 

Mr. McCormick. That would be right, then. 

The Chairman. And 12 of them paid him $5,000 each, or a total 
of $60,000 ? 

Mr. McCormick. No; I don’t think they all paid $5,000. 

The Chairman. Counsel tells me that one man — one check was 
returned. So he did get a total of 11. 

Mr. McCormick. No; I think it was different from that, Senator, 
because, as I recall, when we started out on this program there was 
Ragner Benson, in Chicago, who paid Marshall Diggs $2,500. 

The Chairman. Only paid him $2,500 ? 

Mr. McCormick. That is right. 

The Chairman. The rest of them paid him $5,000 ? 

Mr. McCormick. As far as I know, they did. 

The Chairman. And the total amount paid him under this arrange- 
ment was some $57,500 ? 

Mr. McCormick. That I can’t tell you, because I don’t have the 
records. 

Mr; Dinkins. Mr. McCormick ? 

Mr. McCormick. Yes? 

Mr. Dinkins. Mr. Diggs testified at the public hearing on October 
8 — and I am quoting from the record, at page 7726 — when he was 
asked by the chairman how many fees he collected from business you 
brought in to him, and he testified $60,000, but the $5,000 was refunded 
in one case. 

Mr. McCormick. I wouldn’t know about that. 

Mr. Dinkins. And he had paid you as a result of the business you 
brought in to him $27,500. 

Now, would you have any reason to dispute that figure ? 

Mr. McCormick. No; I don’t believe so, because I can’t actually 
recall. I rely on the records that 

The Chairman. Then your answer is, as far as you can remember, 
that is a true statement ? 

Mr. McCormick. Yes; I believe it could be a true statement. I 
mean I can’t 

The Chapman. There was no question but what he paid you some 
money ? 

Mr. McCormick. He paid me some money ; yesi 

The Chairman. Did you or Mr. Diggs, or both of you, ever get a 
contract on a single one ? 
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Mr. McCormick. It was not my job to get the contract. 

The Chairman. Did Mr. Diggs ever secure a single contract in any 
1 of .these 12 cases? 

Mr. McCormick. Not to my knowledge. 

■Wlien we took these contractors, or I took these contractors to Mar- 
shall Diggs office, it was explained to them tha/t Marshall Diggs had 
the know-how and did not have any influence and that I had no 
influence. 

The Chairman. You mean that Marshall Diggs had the influence? 

Mr. McCormick. No. I had told these contractors that Marshall 
Dij?gs did not have influence but he had know-how. 

The Chairman. He didn’t have influence but he had know-how ? 

Mr. McCormick. That is correct. 

And when I got the contractor to 

The Chairman. You would have been impressed with the fact .that 
he had played golf with the Secretary of Defense, wouldn’t you ? 

Mr. McCormick. I was, surely. 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. McCormick. Surely. I mean, I had no reason to doubt it at 
the time and so on. As far as I know, he may have, might have. 

Mr. Dinkins. Mr. McCormick, while you were drumming up this 
business for jVIr. Diggs, didn’t you on several occasions take trips 
away from Washington and make at least .two trips to California 
looking for new business ? 

Mr. McCormick. Yes, I did. 

The Chairman. Have we ever placed in the record the names of 
those 12 accounts? 

Mr. Dinkins. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. They are in the record ? 

I don’t think they have been in the public record. 

Mr. McCormick. Senator 

The Chairman. We haven’t placed them in the public record. Let 
me have the namas and addresses of the 12 people that paid .these so- 
called $5,000 fees, each. 

Mr. Dinkins. I would have to get you that. 

The Chairman. Are they scattered all over the country, Mr. Mc- 
Cormick? 

Mr. McCormick. Yes, they are. 

The Chairman. How did you find them ? 

Mr. McCormick. Well, they were brought to me. 

The Chairman. Oh, they were brought to you ? 

Mr. McCormick. Yes. 

The Ghairiman. By whom? 

Mr. McCormick. Well, b}'^ Pkl Bennett. He was the one. And 
a woman in California by the name of Hanson. 

The Chairman. Did you pay Mr. Bennett and Miss Hanson for 
bnnging them to you? 

Mr. McCoiumick. No; I did not. 

Senator, may I ask a question. • 

The Chairman. Yes, you may. 

Mr. McCormick. On this Baker and Coombs version of this thing, 
i mean I would like to testify as to what I believe occurred at the 
'wme and how they got out of bed at 3 o’clock in the morning, or 


50090 — 64 — pt. 4 


64 



3716 


FHA INVESTIGATION 


The Chairman. Yes; that would be interesting. 

Mr. McCormick. I think 

The Chairman. Did you call them ? 

Mr. McCormick. If you will let me explain it? 

The Chairman. Yes ; you tell it in your own way. 

Mr. McCormick. Then it might help out here, I don’t know. 

Mr. Waugh and Mr. Bennett came to Washin^on. 

The Chairman. They are from West Virginia. 

Mr. McCormick. That is correct. And Mr. Waugh said that he 
had some contractors that he wanted to get the subcontracts from if 
we could get the project. And he had one in particular in mind and 
they wanted one in Maryland, at Patuxent. 

So I went to Marshall Diggs’ office and discussed it with Mr. 
Marshall Diggs and he said, “Well, if you have a contractor that 
wants Patuxent, they better get busy because there is some activity 
on that base.” So then I came back and I told Mr. Waugh that. 

Now all these bases incidentally that these contractors were for, that 
were open, was furnished to me by Marshall Diggs’ office, a base here 
and a base there that was open, and as these bases would come into 
being you might say for housing. 

So anyway, discussing this with Waugh and Bennett, Waugh said, 
“Well, look, the time is getting short, people filing on that base. I 
better get ahold of my people.” I said, “Well, there is a phone, go 
call them, and ask them if tnev are going to be interested.” 

So he said, “Well, you get the number for me.” So I got the num- 
biT. He gave me the number. Then Waugh got on the telephone 
and he is the one that got them in there that quick. 

The Chairman. Four o’clock in the morning? 

Mr. McCormick. That is right. 

The Chairman. Now, Mr. Diggs testified that he paid you $27,500 
RS a fee. 

Mr. McCormick. That is right. I say that is right. I— — 

The Chairman. You testified in executive session that it was a loan. 
Mr. McCormick. That is correct. 

The Chairman. Now, who is telling the truth? 

Mr. McCormick. I tell you. Here is the way that happened. I 
was spending my own money. I was under a lot of expense. So I 

got my two people together 

The Chairman. Bennett and 

Mr. McCormick. Bennett and Bailey. So I said, “What about 
Marshall Diggs advancing the money for this stuff. Then a project 
goes through and we set up a corporation, out of what we have coining 
we will pay Marshall Diggs back.” 

So I spoke to Marshall Diggs about it and he did not like the idea| 
and so on. Then I said, “There is no use in going on with this picture.’ 
Finally 

The Chairman. Well, you got $27,500. Also you and Diggs were 
to become stockholders in each of these projects, were you not? 

Mr. McCoRMfCK. Thas is — and the money that we were to get, that 
is the three of us were to get, was to be set up in a company to run 
like shopping centers. 

The Chairman. In other words, Diggs not only charged them 
$5,000, and you were a partner of his, at least you got half of it — - 
Mr. McCormick. I was not a partner of his. 
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The Chairman. You got half of it later? 

Mr. McCormick. Yes. 

The Chairman. Likewise if you had been successful in any of these 
projects you were going to have part of the capital st(^k, thereby par- 
ticipating in the windfalls if any, or participating in the profits of 
the corporation. 

Mr. McCormick. There couldn’t be any windfalls. It was never 
thought of, because our object was to produce those houses as cheap 
as possible. 

The Chairman. Yes; I know. 

Mr. McCormick. So you cannot do and make any — that wasn’t the 
idea. On the Wherry Act, it was the long pull that would bring the 
thing out. We 

The Chairman. My point is you and Diggs were to share in the 
profits if there was any profits. 

Mr. McCormick. That is right. 

The Chairman. Either from operation or any other source? 

Mr. McCormick. Operation. We wanted to set up a management 
company. 

The Chairman. You were going to set up a management company 
and you and he were going to become the manager of each of the 
projects? 

Mr. McCormick. No ; Marshall Diggs was not a party to this par- 
ticular management company. The stock that was to come to us— it 
was to be a management company, something on the basis that you 
would have mass meding to various points. 

The Chairman. You received $27,500, and you testified in executive 
session it was a loan. Mr. Diggs testified that it was your half of the 
fees. You did not in filing your income-tax returns include it as an 
income, did you? 

Mr. McCormick. I did not include it as an income. 

The Chairman. Did not include it as an income ? 

Mr. McCormick. No, sir. 

The Chairman. How did you treat it ? 

Mr. McCormick. As expenses. That money was on the basis of a 
loan and it was to be paid back if we got a housing project. 

The Chairman. Did you ever give Mr. Diggs a note? 

Mr. McCormick. Yes; I gave him — later on I had an argument 
with him about these things because I was wondering why these proj- 
ects were not going through. 

The Chairman. Somebody is in a little trouble here, because Diggs 
took it off his income. 

Mr. McCormick. I don’t care what Mr. Diggs does. 

The Chairman. He took it off his income, he didn’t pay taxes on it 
and you didn’t pay taxes on it. So 

Mr. McCormick. I don’t care what Mr. Diggs has done. 

The Chairman. I see. 

Mr. Dinkins. Mr. McCormick, you don’t have any outstanding 
notes with Mr. Diggs now, do you ? 

Mr. McCormick. No ; I do not. 

Mr. Dinkins. And isn’t the fact that in all these cases you had an 
split with Mr. Diggs? 

Mr. McCormick. That is right. 


ii^ y 





3718 


FHA INVESTIGATION 


^ Mr. Dinkins. And isn’t it also a fact that during this 1949-50 pe- 
riod that your sole source of income was from these cases ? 

Mr. McCormick. I do not call it income because I spent money 
besides that on this. 

Mr. Dinkins. I mean call it whatever you may. 

Mr. McCormick. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dinkins. You were not receiving money from any other source 
during that period ? 

Mr. McCormick. No; I was not. 

Mr. Dinkins. Except on these cases you were bringing in to 
Mr. Diggs? 

Mr. McCormick. That is correct. 

Mr. Dinkins. Did you ever know of any cases where you brought 
some prospects in to see Mr. Diggs and they were prepared to pay the 
$5,000 fee, but he refused to accept their case because he didn’t think 
they were properly qualified ? 

Mr. McCormick. No ; he did not. And I may explain that in this 
manner. I don’t know — I was not the only one that was bringing cases 
in, I understand. Now I have no proof of that. 

The Chairman. You think he had other “bird dogs” besides you? 

Mr. McCormick. Well, Senator 

The Chairman. I don’t mean that. I mean did you think he had 
other — I call them “bird dogs.” 

Mr. McCormick. I have no direct information to that. But from 
observation it looked like it. 

The Chairman. In other words, you think other people were 
bringing in cases like you were in which he charged them $5,000 ? 

Mr. McCormick. I don’t know what he charged or if he charged. 
I just suspicion that. 

Mr. Dinkins. Mr. McCormick, when you testified at the executive 
session here on September 9 on the question of whether or not the 
money you received from Diggs was a loan or whether it was fee 
splitting, I asked you, on page 11131, this question : 

Are you prepared to state here now under oath that you did not have an 
understanding with Mr. Diggs that you were to get a certain percentage of all 
the retainers that you brought in to him. I want you to think your answer 
over carefully. 

And you replied : 

I am trying to figure out how the devil to answer that thing. 

Now, have you figured out in any clearer language how you can 
maintain your position, that this was not a fee splitting to you but 
these were loans? 

Mr. McCormick. Well, that was the understanding that I had with 
Marshall Diggs, that they were advances, because I could not carry 
on this activity unless I had the money. Marshall Diggs did not want 
to advance the money. Ernest Bailey did not have it. And I had 
spent practically all that I hard. 

Mr. Dinkins. Now, you received these moneys in 1950, which was 
a little over 4 years ago. 

Mr. McCormick. That is right. 

Mr. Dinkins. Has Mr. Diggs ever made any demands upon you 
for a return of any part of this money? 

Mr. McCormick. No; he hasn’t. Because the money 
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The Chairman. He naturally wouldn’t because — he did not take 
it in in his tax return as income but took it as expense. 

Mr. McCormick. I understand, and I do not know, that he did not 
give me a slip. I understand I should have had a slip, if he paid me 
that money, but I don’t remember ever receiving any slip where they 
sent it to Kansas City. And I always treated it as such, that the 
money was to come out of the projects. That was the first thing that 
was to come, was out of the projects to pay him back that money. 

The Chairman. How long a period of time was it in receiving 
this $27,500 ? 

Mr. McCormick. Well, it was partly 

The ChairjMan. Was it 6 months or a year? 

Mr. McCormick. No. It was part in 1949, 1950, and I am not 
sure whether the first part of 1951. 

The Chairman. We don’t seem to have the addresses of these con- 
tractors that Mr. Diggs took for $5,000 each. Does anybody have the 
addresses ? This executive session doesn’t show their addresses. 

There is Home Designers and Builders, Summers Construction Co., 
Baker & Coombs, S. V. Hunseker, Koy L. Morgan & Co., Kenhill Con- 
struction. Can you help us and give us the addresses ? I will ask you. 
Home Designers and Builders, what was their address? 

Mr. McCormick. That I do not know. 

The Chairman. Is that one on which he paid you a fee? 

Mr. McCormick. I don’t know. I don’t remember. 

The Chairman. You have no record? 

Mr. McCormick. I had a record, but I don’t know where it is. 

The Chairman. Do you know the Summers Construction Co. ? 

Mr. McCormick. They are in Beverly Hills, Calif. 

The Chairman. Beverly Hills, Calif. 

Baker and Coombs are in Morgantown, W. Va.? 

Mr. McCormick. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. S. V. Hunseker ? 


Mr. McCormick. I believe Hunseker is in California, too. 

The Chairman. Beverly Hills? 

Mr. McCormick. That I don’t know. Long Beach. 

The Chairman. Roy L. Morgan & Co. ? 

Mr. McCormick. He is in Tulsa, Okla. 

The Chairman. Tulsa, Okla. Kenhill Construction Co. ? 

Mr. McCormick. They are in Charleston, W. Va. 

The Chairman. M. A. Summers? 

Mr. McCormick. Didn’t you just mention Summers? 

The Chairman. Summers Construction Co., and then there is M. A. 
oiimmers. 


Mr. McCor]mick. I think that is the same party. 

The Chairman. Williams & Lowe? 

Mr. McCormick. They were California, Long Beach, Calif. 

^e Chairman. Steiner & Horne? 

McCormick. I don’t remember their address. 

Ihe Chairman. Fulton Boer? 

Imese that you cannot remember : do you suppose they are cases 

Mr. McCormick. I believe they are in California, but I don’t 
remember. 

The Chairman. Fulton Boer? 
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Mr. McCormick. I think that they are in California. 1 cannot 
swear to it. 

The Chairman. Then here is one, Eden. 

Mr. McCormick. Eden? They are down in the South here some- 
place. 

The Chairman. Down South ? 

Mr. McCormick. I believe. 

The Chairman. And there is Engstron & Wynn. Where are they 
located ? 

Mr. McCormick. Wheeling, W. V a. 

The Chairman. They are at Wheeling, W. Va. 

Then here are more over here. Kenneth Fulgham. Where are 
they ? 

Mr. McCormick. That I don’t remember. 

The Chairman. I am informed by counsel, our lawyer here, that I 
have before me 12 cases here where you didn’t participate, where 
Afc. Diggs got the money himself, I presume, and handled them on 
his own. 

Mr. McCormick. I suspicioned that, but I had no proof of it. 

The Chairman. Would you call Mr. Diggs an influence peddler ? 

Mr. McCormick. I figured he had know-how. 

The Chairman. What do you mean by Imow-how ? 

Mr. McCormick. Well, he knew how to fill out these forms. 

The Chairman. He couldn’t have known too much because he didn’t 
get a single contract for a single person. 

Mr. Ii!&CoRMiCK. I know now, much to my sorrow, because this 
thing practically ruined me, this whole business. 

The Chairman. He couldn’t have Imown too much because he 
couldn’t get a single contract. 

Mr. McCormick. I don’t think he knew anything. 

The Chairman. Do you think he made any efforts to get these 
contracts? 

Mr. McCormick. He made a lot of effort to me in conversations. 

The Chairman. Any further questions ? 

Mr. SiiLLS. Yes. 

The Chairman. Mr. Sells. 

Mr. Sells. Mr. McCormick, you heard the previous witnesses who 
testified that they had the impression that you had called yourself or 
others had referred to you as Representative McCormick? 

Mr. McCormick. I heard that today ; yes. 

Mr. Sells. Can you clear that up for us ? 

Mr. McCormick. Well, I have never ever represented myself as 
being anything except exactly what I was. 

Mr. Sells. Have you ever been a member of this State or Federal 
legislative body? 

Mr. McCormick. No ; nothing but business all my life. 

Mr. Sells. Wliy would som^ody refer to you as Representative 
McCormick ? 

Mr. McCormick. I don’t think anybody did. I think it is probably 
a misunderstanding. 

Mr. Sells. How about Senator Bennett ? 

Mr. McCormick. Well, I can tell you perhaps from Waugh how 
that came about. 
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Ed Bennett had a son that was going to Annapolis and he went 
down there to see him and stayed at Carver Hall. A Maryland senator 
by the name of Bennett had that room and there was quite a ruckus 
about it because the State senator’s wife had called and a woman 
answered the phone, which happened to be Mr. Bennett’s, of West 
Virginia, wife, and that was quite a joke around West Virginia. 

The Chairman. It was quite a joke in West Virginia. 

Mr. McCormick. It was sort of a nicloiame among private people. 

Now, I heard that story and it was told to Waugh that day that 
Waugh came in because I did not know Waugh. 

Mr. Sells. Are you sure no one ever called you Representative 
McCormick ? 


Mr. McCormick. Not to my knowledge they haven’t. If they have, 
why, they were straightened out pretty rapidly. 

Mr. Sells. These titles like senator and representative weren’t part 
of the trappings through which you fellows took these country boys ? 

Mr. McCormick. I don’t think these boys were country boys. They 
were solid businessmen. In the first place, the things that I did was 
in the belief that I was doing not only a service but an opportunity to 
create business and to make legitimate money. 

Mr. Sells. Mr. McCormick, you have insisted several times that 
this arrangement on this portion of the fees that Mr. Diggs received 
was a loan. I think you nave used tlie words “That was my under- 
standing.'’ 

Mr. McCormick. That is true. 

Mr. Sells. Or “That is my belief” and so forth. 

Mr. McCormick. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Or “I treated it that way.” 

Mr. McCormick. Yes. 

Mr. Sells. Now as the chairman already pointed out, public testi- 
mony under oath before this committee by Mr. Diggs himself is to the 
effect that that was not a loan. Do you have any evidence of any 
kind to establish what the true state and character of that money was, 
whether it was a loan or whether it was in fact what it appears to be, 
your cut of a fee split ? 

Mr. McCormick. Well, the fact is that the money that I spent in 
traveling, and so forth, would bear that out. 

Mr. Sells. Did you ever keep any detailed itemized record of the 
money you spent in travel ? 

Mr. McCormick. My hotel bills and my train and plane fares. 

Mr. Sells. Do you have those records ? 

Mr. McCormick. I have them in the accountant’s. 

Mr. Sells. But you stated you never reported any of that money 
on income-tax returns nor ever reported any of those expense items 
iricome-tax return ; is that correct ? 

Mr. McCormick. That is correct. 

Mr. Sells. Wlien is the last time you filed a tax return ? 

Mr. McCormick. 1949, 1 believe it was, because I haven’t made any 
^^ey since, either. 

Mr. Sells. But you have been living off of something; haven’t you! 

Mr. McCormick. I have been living off of borrowed money. 

Mr. Seli.s. Off of borrowed money completely. 

Mr. McCormick. That is correct. 
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Mr. Sells. And that is what pays your rent and pays for your food 
and everything else? Is that correct? 

Mr. McCormick. That is correct. 

Mr. Sells. But you haven’t filed an income-tax return since 1949? 

Mr. McCormick. That is right. 

Mr. Sells. Who else have you borrowed money from besides Mr. 
Diggs? 

Mr. McCormick. Well, personal friends and — that is it. 

Mr. Sells. That is it. How much do your living expenses run per 
year, Mr. McCormick ? 

Mr. McCormick. I haven’t any idea, because I am involved in a 
contract that I have been working to finance for quite some time. 

The Chairman. Involved in what? 

Mr. McCormick. In the contract. 

The Chairman. Involved in 

Mr. McCormick. A contract that I have been trying to get financed. 

Mr. Sells. And you tell us you have been living on borrowed money 
since 1949 ; is that right? 

Mr. McCormick. That is correct — ^no; not since — well, yes; that 
would be right. 

The Chairman. Excuse me. On page 7726 Mr. Diggs testified 
on Friday, October 8. I want to get it in the record again. In 
answer to my question : 

The Chairman. So $60,000 was collected for services and no commitmenta 
were issued. 

Mr. Diggs. On none of his cases. 

Which, of course, proves the statement you made a moment ago, 
that he had other cases. Which leads me to wonder how many more 
bird dogs he had. I quote further : 

The Chairman. And you paid him $27,500 — 
meaning you. 

That is right, sir — 

Mr. Diggs said. 

The Chairman. It was not a loan? 

Mr. Diggs. It was not a loan. 

The Chairman. It was his fees for bringing these people to you? 

Mr. Diggs. Yes. 

Then : 

Mr. Simon. Do you know of any basis for his saying — 
meaning you — 

that the $27,500 was a loan other than the fact he had not included it in the 
tax return? 

Mr. Diggs. I do not know, sir. 

You have no record of any kind other than your own word that 
it was 

Mr. McCormick. Well, that was the understanding. 

The Chairman. It was not a fee? 

Mr. McCormick. That was the imderstanding we had, and mV 
word is every bit as good as his and maybe a little bit better ; I don t 
know. 

The Chairman. Well, somebody is wrong. 

Mr. McCormick. Yes; apparently. 
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riie Chairman. That is a pretty serious matter. 

Mr. McCormick. Well, I am willing to face anything that is be- 
fore me. 

Mr. Sells. Mr. McCormick, did you file a tax return in 1949 ? 

Mr. McCormick. Yes ; I did. 

Mr. Sells. "Where? 

Mr. McCormick. In Philadelphia. 

Mr. Sells. Is that where you were living at that time ? 

Mr. McCormick. That was my official address. 

The Chairman. Well, we will turn over all this testimony, of course, 
to the Attorney General for whatever action he might care to make. 
Because we have conflicting testimony now between you and Mr. 
Diggs. 

One of you is wrong. 

I mean one of you has perjured himself. I don’t know who it is. 
Mr. McCormick. Well 

The Chairman. It isn’t our business to decide who does and does 
not violate the law. All we can do is bring the facts to the attention 
of the Attorney General. We will turn over to the Attorney General 
these records. 

Any other questions? 

Thank you very much, Mr. McCormick, unless you have something 
to say? 

Mr. McCoRmcK. No. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much, Mr. McCormick. 

Now is there any information we ought to put into the record ? 
Anybody have anything ? 

I have been handed a file of correspondence, newspaper articles, and 
so forth, in regard to the (^olw^ell Homes project in Birmingham, 
Mich., on which Mr. John Hobby testified at our hearings in Detroit. 
(See p. 2912.) 

This is in the nature of a reply to Mr. Hobby’s testimony. 

We will insert the file in the record. 

(The material referred to follows:) 

Colwell Homes, Inc., 
Birmingham, Mich., October 6, 1954. 

Re FHA Case No. 826-04898, lot 32, Hoeft Road, Commerce Township, Oakland, 
County, Mich. Mortgagor, John M. Hobby. 

Federal Housing Administration, 

Detroit. Mich. 

(Attention; Mr. H. M. Steffy, Assistant Director.) 

Gentlemen : This is to advise that the items found to be faulty by your 
inspector on the above-captioned liome have been repaired. 

Yours very truly, 

Dloraii Bitilding Co., 
Harold D. Colwell, 

President. 


Colwell Hoi^rES, Inc., 
Birmingham, Mich., October 7, 1954. 

Re John Hobby, 2148 Hoeft Road, Commerce Township, Oakland County, Mich. 
federal Housing Administration, 

Detroit 26, Mich. 

(Attention : Mr. Wendell Edwards, Director.) 

Gentlemen: There are certain facts in connection with the Capehart incident 
1 should be given you. 

wili d ^ ®®^by purchased a house in an “as is” condition, as tlie attached letter 
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2. Service was given by this company to Mr. Hobby on many occasions. It 
began with replacing a bathtub shortly after he had occupied the house, despite 
the fact that we were confident that the bathtub was not defective at the time he 
took possession. Our service order of September 2 indicates that the house 
received attention as late as September 9, at which time Mr. Hobby was to mail 
in any other complaints. This office never received notice of any further com- 
plaints. The attached service slips were the result of a routine check by our 
Mr. Fournier, who made an inspection of every house to which he could gain 
access. 

3. On several occasions, before witnesses, this company has agreed to repur- 
chase this house, as obviously the owner does not understand his obligation to 
the community. There has been no attempt to improve the property, inside or 
outside. The yard is in an unsightly state, much to the disgust of the neighbors. 

We regret the occurrence of this unpleasant incident, but we feel that we have 
fulfilled our obligation to our buyers, and feel satisfied that we are delivering to 
our customers a sound value product for their dollar. 

These 900 square foot four-bedroom homes sold for $6,550, including a siicty- 
foot lot and all costs and prepaid items, $850 down and $40 per month. The 
homes were complete and ready for occupancy, the owners to provide floor tile 
und interior decorating. The outside was factory stained and the owners were 
to provide the additional finish coat with material furnished with the home. 


Yours very truly, 

Dlorah Building Co., 
Harold D. Colwell, 

President. 
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BEST AVAILABLE copy 


FHA INVESTIGATION 3727 

BntMiNGBAM, Mioh., June 12, 1954* 

Be lot 32, Pontiac Trail Acres subdivision, Commerce Township 

Dlobah Building Co., 

Birmingham, Mich. 

Gentlemen : We have checked our property at the above address and have 
found it complete as represented on our original purchase. We acknowledge 
that house was sold in an unfinished condition and we accept same in its “as is” 
condition. We are very satisfied with this construction and acknowledge that 
builder has supplied the following property improvements, which additions were 
included at no extra cost to us : 

1. Deep-well system, in place of shallow well. 

2. Deep-well pump, in place of shallow-well pump. 

3. Stepping stones at front of property. 

4. Forty-two gallon well storage tank. 

5. Side-wall heat register. 

John M. Hobby. 
June E. Hobby. 

Also received : Title insurance policy No. F-16268, fire insurance policy No. 
62-22-70, warranty deed, liber 3136, page 133. 


Colwell Homes, Inc., 
Birmingham, Mich., October 6, 1954- 

Re FHA case No. 826-04775, lot 21, Hoeft Road, Commerce Township, Oakland 
County, Mich. ; mortgager, Theodore Gruits 
Federal Housing Administration, 

Detroit 26, Mich. 

(Attention Mr. H. M. Steffy, assistant director.) 

Gentlemen : This is to advise that the items found to be faulty by your inspec- 
tor on the above-captioned home have been repaired. 

Yours very truly, 

Dlorah Building Co., 

Harold D. Colwell. President. 


Colwell Homes, Inc., 
Birmingham, Mich., October 0, 1954- 

Re FHA Case No. 826-04660, lot 46, Hoeft Road, Commerce Township, Oakland 
County, Mich. ; mortgagor, Leon Cacherat 
Federal Housing Administration, 

Detroit 26, Mich. 

(Attention Mr. H. M. Steffy, assistant director.) 

Gentijsmen : This is to advise that the items found to be faulty by your in- 
spector on the above-captioned home have been repaired. 

Yours very truly, 

Dlorah Building Co., 

Harold D. Colwell, President. 


CoLWEi.L Homes, Inc., 
Birmingham, Mich., October 6, 1954. 

Re FHA Case No. 826-04772, lot 47, Hoeft Road, Commerce Township, Oskland 
County, Mich. ; mortgagor, Clyde O. Evans. 

(Attention Mr. H. M. Steffy, assistant director.) 

®>eral Housing Administration, 


Detroit 26, Mich. 

advise that the items found to be faulty by 
iw. or on the above-captioned home have been repaired, 
lours very truly. 


your in- 


Dlorah Building Co., 

Harold D. Colwell, President. 
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OoLWELL Homes, Ino., 
Birming'ham, JfioA., Ootoher 6, 195^. 

Re FHA Case No. 826-04123, lot 45, Hoeft Road, Commerce Township, Oakland 
County, Mich. Mortgagor, Joseph Chabot. 

Housing Administration, 

Detroit 26, Mich. 

(Attention Mr. H. M. Steffy, assistant director.) 

Gentlemen : This is to advise that the items found to be faulty by your in- 
spector on the above-captioned home have been repaired. 

Yours very truly, 

Dlobah Building Co., 

Harold D. Colwell, President. 


Two OF Many Letters Received From Home Owners 


2041 North Hoeft Drive, 
Walled Lake, Mich., Septemler 29, 195k. 


Mr. Wendell O. Edwards, 

FHA Director for Eastern Michigan, Detroit, Mich. 


Dear Mr. Edwards: We wish to express our personal satisfaction with 
the National Cadet Home we recently purchased from the Colwell Homes, Inc. 
We feel we received full value for our money, and no one either cheated us, 
misrepresented the product, nor made an excess profit on the transaction. 

These are low-cost homes, a fact we greatly appreciated, because it enabled 
us to at last become homeowners after years of being at the mercy of landlords’ 
whims and high rents. The few items we found unsatisfactory have been re- 
placed and otherwise taken care of by the builder at our request. We feel Mr. 
Colwell and his associates have the welfare of their customers at heart and are 
w i i.Ung to stand back of their work on these homes. 

Thank you for your attention. 

Sincerely yours, 


Patricia Ann Kendaii. 
Mrs. Arthur Kendall. 


2083 North Hoeft Drive, 
Walled Lake, Mich., Septemher 28, 1954. 


Wendall O. Edwards, 

FHA Directors for Eastern Michigan, Detroit, Mich. 

Dear Sir : This letter is in regards to a housing development by Colwell Homes, 
of Birmingham, Mich., which was a subject of investigation recently. 

Generally speaking, we are completely satisfied with the house we are now 
occupying at the above address. We feel that we received reasonable value for 
our money. We have had some complaints, but mostly of a nature found in any 
new house. Colwell Homes have or are going to, rectify these minor complaints. 

There has been some question raised as to the structural soundness of the 
dwellings. Since most of us are not engineers we have placed our faith in the 
inspectors of the Federal Housing and local county investigators and inspectors. 
We are willing to accept their verdict as to the house meeting building codes. 

In short, the house is as represented by Colwell Homes, the manufacturer, so 
we do not feel we have been in any way victimized. 

Sincerely, 


Walter J. Ashbrook. 


Oakland County Department of Health, 

Pontiac, Mich., Septemher 28, 1954- 

Mr. Wendell O. Edwards, 

Federal Housing Administration, 

Detroit, Mich. 

Dear Sir: I was very much surprised to read the article published iu the 
Pontiac Daily Press on Saturday, September 25, relating to testimony given the 
Capehart committee by John Hobby, of 2148 Hoeft Road, Walled Lake. 
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My surprise was due to the fact that we have not received a single complaint 
In this subdivision relating to septic tanks or sewage. 

During the early beginning of the Federal Housing Administration operations 
in Michigan an agreement was made between them and the Michigan Depart- 
ment of Health providing that the State or local health departments would in- 
spect all septic tank sewage-disposal systems if the State’s recommendations were 
incorporated into Federal Housing Administration building standards for Mich- 
igan. These recommendations were made a part of Federal Housing Admin- 
istration building standards and inspections are made of each installation by 
the State or local health department. 

The Pontiac Trail Acres Subdivision, in which Mr. Hobby lives, was approved' 
by this department as being suitable for septic-tank sewage-disposal systems. 

Each individal septic tank system was inspected by this department and each 
one was found to comply with Federal Housing Administration standards before 
it was covered over. 

I visited the subdivision yesterday with representatives of the Federal Housing 
Administration and the builders. I obsen^ed the yards of each of the 24 homes 
in the subdivision and found no evidence of sewage on the ground nor did I 
find a single system which was not working properly. 

I personally interviewed Mr. Hobby as well as many other homeowners. Mr 
Hobby admitted that the septic-tank system at his home worked satisfactorily 
and that his complaint was that the vent pipe on the roof emitted objectionable 
odors. The odor of sewage gas from the vent was noticeable at the time of our 
visit; however odors were not noticeable at any of the other homes in the area> 
Two of the other homeowners stated that on occasions, when in their yards, they 
observed strong odors coming from the vents on their homes. 

The purpose of a vent on plumbing fixtures and sewers, whether served by a 
sewerage system or septic-tank system, is to disperse such odors and gases to the 
atmosphere outside of the building. It may be that the amount of odors being 
emitted from the complainants’ homes is caused by their discharging yeast into 
the septic-tank systems. Experiments have proven that the use of a so-calK>d 
starter such as yeast is not necessary nor recommended in septic-tank systems. 

In my nearly 20 years of public health work this is ray first experience with this- 
type of complaint. 

It is my opinion that because of the low altitude and small pitch of these roofs 
that in certain locations as relating to prevailing winds and under certain atmos- 
pheric conditions, odors might be noticeable at the ground level. I am sorry 
that we are unable to offer more specific cause or recommendations at this time. 
This matter will be discussed further with architects and engineers. 

Very truly yours. 


Russell H. Coltson, 
Director, Sanitation Division^ 


[Pontiac, Mich., Press, September 29, 1954] 

Checks Sewage Systems : Sanitation Chief Answers Walled Lake 

Man’s Charge 

Complaints made last Friday by John Hobby, of Walled Lake, to the Senate 
committee investigating Federal housing oi)ert^ons in Michigan were answered 
by Russell H. Coltson, director of the Oakland County Sanitation Division. 

Hobby told the committee, which since moved its investigation to New York, 
that a prefabricated home he bought at 2148 Hoeft had several gaps in the wall 
and a defective septic tank. 

In a letter to Senator Capehart, Republican, of Indiana, chairman of the 
investigating committee, Coltson stated that he was surprised to read of Hobby's 
complaint because “we have not received a single complaint in this subdivision 
relating to septic tanks or sewage.’’ 

Colson explained that because the State’s recommendations were incorporated 
into Federal Housing Administration building standards for Michigan, and 
inspection of each septic tank sewage disposal system built under FHA is made 
' ^t^te or local health department. 

, subdivision in which Hobby lives, Coltson said, was approved by his 
department for septic tank Installation and each system was inspected and 
ound to comply with FHA standards before it was covered over. 
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Ooltson stated that last Tuesday he “observed the yards of each of the 24 
homes in the subdivision and found no evidence of sewage on the ground nor 
♦ * * a single system which was not working properly.” 

According to Ooltson, “Hobby admitted that the septic tank system at his 
home worked satisfactorily and that his complaint was that the vent pipe on 
the roof emitted objectionable odors.” 

The sanitation director said odors from the vent pipe were noticeable, but 
none from other homes in the area. Other residents said they did notice odors 
from their vents at times, he added. 

Ooltson stated that the odors might be caused by their discharging yeast into 
the septic tank system as a starter. He said the problem would be studied further. 

Copies of Coltson’s letter were also sent to the State department of health 
and the Colwell Homes, Inc., of Birmingham, who erected the subdivision. 


West Lafayette, Ind., October 5, 1954. 

National Homes, Ino., 

Lafayette, Ind. 

(Attention : Mr. Carl Booster. ) 

Dear Sir: I am herewith submitting to you six copies of my report on the 
sewage disposal facilities for 2134 and 2148 North Hoeft Drive at Walled Lak^ 
Mich. 

Yours very truly, 

Don E. Bloodqood, Sanitary Engineer. 


October 5, 1954. 

Investigation op Sewage Disposal Faohjties for Two Homes at Walled 

Lake, Mich. 

(By Don E. Bloodgood, sanitary engineer) 

Upon arrival in the Detroit area on October 1, I was accompanied to Walled 
Lake, Mich., by Mr. Carl Boester, Mr. Rodger Stevenson, and Mr. Barley. I 
was asked if I would determine whether there was anything wrong with the 
septic tank and absorption field of the sewage-disposal system at 2148 North 
Hoeft Drive, a National Homes, Inc., hoii.se of the Cadet type. 

I was informed by Mr. Stevenson that the complaint registered by Mr. Jack 
Hobby, the resident of 2148 North Hoeft Drive, was that there were bad odors 
coming from the septic tank. 

A ladder was obtained and I climbed to the top of the hou.se and determined 
that there was a disagreeable odor coming from the vent from the plumbing. 
The odor can best be described as being sour. It was not the characteristic 
“sweetish” odor of fresh sewage or the “tarry” odor that is present when sewage 
solids are undergoing decomposition in a septic tank that is operating satis- 
factorily. 

Inquiry was made of the woman of the house and we were told that there 
was no garbage being ground and discharged to the septic tank. The question 
regarding the ground garbage wft asked because the odor was much like that 
coming from garbage. 

It then seemed necessary to find out about the structure and operating condi- 
tion of the septic tank. The tank was located and uncovered by Mr. Norman 
Chattam and his helper who were hired to be on hand all day to render any 
service needed. When the entrance end of the spetic tank was opened the 
same “sour”odor, only much stronger, was very noticeable. The cover on the 
discharge end of the tank was then opened so that inspection of the overflow 
pipe and tank contents could be made. 

Figure 1 shows the septic tank being uncovered at 2134 North Hoeft Drive. 
Figure 2 shows the entrance end of the septic tank. The location of the cast- 
iron sewer is shown and it was believed to be satisfactory as to position and 
other respects. Figure 3 shows the discharge end of the septic tank. The 
vitrified clay elbow with small hole for a vent is quite satisfactory for keeping 
any scum from entering the absorption field. 

A decision was then made to check the odor from the plumbing vent pipe on 
the roof of the home at 2134 North Hoeft Drive, also a Cadet National Home, 
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There was no objectionable odor coming from the vent pipe on this bouse. The 
septic tank at 2134 North Hoeft Drive was then uncovered and opened. There 
was no sour odor from the opened tank. Mr.s. Fi’eeland, the resident of this 
home, stated that there had been bad odor.s detected several weeks before but 
that recently there had been none detected. Figure 4 shows the inlet end of 
the septic tank at 2134 North Hoeft Drive and a comparison of figures 2 and 4 
show that the construction of the two tanks is, for all practical i>urposes, 
identical. 

Measurements of the tanks show them to be the reported 750 gallons in 
capacity. This is larger than is required in many States for houses of this 
size. The capacity of the tank is large enough to take care of ground garbage 
if the resident of the house wished to use that method of disposal. 

Measurement of the hydrogen ion concentration is a way of determining the 
presence of acids or alkalies that may adversely affect the bacterial action that 
must go on in septic tanks. Tests were made with a portable kit on the liquids 
in both of the tanks. The pH of these samples was 7.0, indicating that the 
liquids were neither acid nor alkaline. Samples taken from both tanks were 
brought to Lafayette and tested with laboratory equipment on October 2 The 
pH of these samples was 6.7 for 2134 North Hoeft an<l 6.S for 2148 North Hoeft. 
Though these later samples Indicated slight acidity and a slight difference be- 
tween them there is no significant difference between the field tests and the 
laboratory tests and the acidity In either is not high enough to be dangerous 
to the bacterial growths in the tnnira 

The distribution box for the liquid from the septic tank at 2148 North Hoeft 
Drive was opened and it appeared to be functioning as there was no water stand- 
ing in the tile lines. The concrete cover of the distribution box was cracked 
and so was replaced with a new one. 


ihe absorption field was located and a section was uncovered. The 4-inch 
(joncrete pipe wa.s laid in 4 to 5 inches of what appeared to be well-graded gravel. 
The joints of the tile were covered with tar paper as is usually prescribed. There 
wa.<< no water in the tile system, indicating that it was functioning properly 
Mr. Morris, who placed the absorption field, states that it is 300 feet long and 
this should be ample because the surrounding earth is very porous sand that 
apparently will take up water at a very rapid rate. 

The septic tank.s at 2134 and 2148 Hoeft Drive were stirred with a long- 
naiuiied .spoon shovel. There w'as a small amount of sewage sludge found at 
the bottom of the tank that had no bad odor. There were practicallv no solids on 
on the bottom of the tank that gave off the l)ad odor. 

The observations and tests indicated that the septic tank at 2134 Hoeft Drive 
was working satisfactorily and that the one at 2148 Hoeft Drive was not The 
Hoeft Drive had been used some few weeks longer than the one 
odor wus detected. It was concluded that there was not sufficient 
properly decomposed sewage sludge in the foul-smelling tank to keep the decom- 

b ‘ Solids that are well decomposed act as a buffer 

bacterial decomposition under control. 

experienced with the bad-smelling septic tank are 
encountered in municipal sewage-treatment plants when they are 
takes Usually when there is difficulty in starting the digestion it 

i! , some time to get straiglitened out unless it is possible to obtain 
It quantities of well-decomposed sludge to serve as proper seed, 

tank there was nothing fundamentally wrong with the septic 

stat^ thli IV decomposed solids accumulated in the tank. I 

there sewage sludge could be obtained at once 

odors ®PotedIy would be an almost immediate disappearance of the bad 


ioK timf whether he could And a septic tank that needed clean- 

< t mkf heavy sludge. Visits were made to three 

aateilni rnnLnf ^ did not contain whnt I believed to be satisfactory seeding 
of heal" i of I n “il® with Mr. Shepard of the State Department 

be obtainid was asked where some well-digested sludge 

“anlfipnl Xnt probably some could be obtained at the 

whether the " “’’P was made to Brighton to determine 

appearances e«»®® *5.®e® would be satisfactory. It was found to be, from all 
tarn’s tni?k’n'*ni*hn®t oe “hout 200 gallons was loaded into Mr. Chat- 

had snielllng septic tank gallons placed In the 
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It is l.elieved that this seediuj; with good sludge will be all that is needed to 
make the otTeiidiug septic tank work properly. 
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Figure 1. — 


Showing location of septic tank with relation to house at 2148 North 
. II<»e£t I>rive, Walled Lake. Mich. 
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FiGruK 2. — Entrance end of septic tank, 2148 Xorth Hoeft Dm f 
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Figure 3, — Discharge end of septic tank at 2148 North Hoeft Drive 



Figure 4. — Inlet end of septic tank at 2134 North Hoeft Drive 


50090—54 — pt. 4 


GO 




3734 


FHA INVESTIGATION 


[Detroit News, September 26, 1964] 

United States and Michigan To Act on Home-Loan Feauds 

Both the Federal Government and the Michigan Corporation and Securities 
Commission will take action on home-loan frauds uncovered by the Detroit 
hearings of the Senate Banking Committee, it was learned Saturday. 

About a score of indictments are expected by the <Tovernment. The com- 
mission has already started license revocation proceedings against one builder 
and is reviewing records of others named in the quiz. 

The committee itself, which wound up its sessions Friday after hearing de- 
tails of dozens of instances of misuse of Federal Housing Administration guar- 
anteed loans, is now in New York City. 

builder cited 

The builder under citation for a license hearing is Walter F. Helies, operator 
of the Heyden Building & Supply Co., 1989 West Grand Boulevard. His wife 
told the committee he was in Canada and could not be reached to be told he 
was wanted as a witness. 

The Federal indictments are expected to involve perjury as well as criminal 
action for falsifying FHA application forms. The grand jury has been hearing 
information duplicating that made public by the committee for some time. 

Present FHA ofldcials themselves were held blameless in most instances by 
the committee, but were urged to clear up complaints of a group of homeowners 
in the Walled Lake area, led by John Hobby, their spokesman. 

MANY satisfied 

A Detroit News reporter visiting the area found many of Hobby’s neighbors 
do not join in his complaints, however, and believe they “got what we paid for.” 

There are more than 100 of the homes in the area, prefabricated. 4-room 
dwellings which sold for about $6,750. 

Before the committee Thursday, Hobby said that the Detroit FHA office bad 
refused to investigate his complaints of shoddy workmanship and unsanitary 
septic-tank systems. 

FHA officials replied that Hobby had been told to make formal complaint 
on FHA forms given him, that he had not furnished file numbers so that the 
home deals could be traced through bank and Government records, that the 
septic problem was that of Oakland County, not the FHA, and that the com- 
plaint was only 2 weeks old while FHA is as much as a month behind in .such 
work. 


SOLD unfinished 

Neighbors said the homes were sold at the low price because they were not 
finished. Buyers were supposed to install their own interior doors, tile and 
asphalt flooring, and their own decorating. 

Many complained of odors from the tanks and of what they said was inferior 
stain used on the outside of the houses, but a number said they understood 
they would have to work to complete the homes. 

The builder, Colwell Homes, Inc., Birmingham, refused to comment. Hobby 
charged in the hearing that complaints to Colwell brought only the answer that 
“all you bought was a cheap house, and that is what you got.” He said Colwell 
also accused him of “stirring up trouble and being a rabble rouser.” 

COMPIJLINTS LISTED 

One neighbor said .she did not realize that anything was wrong with the home 
until Hobby pointed out “defects.” 

Complaints voiced to a Detroit News i-eporter included ; Some weather stripping 
missing, some insulation board loose, fingermarks on ceiling rafters, marred 
woodw'ork, and daylight showing around chimney pipe. 

Hobby, 2148 Van Hoeft Drive, a house painter, and adjoining neighbors, 
Theodore Gruits and Archie Freeland, said their roofing had buckled and that it 
was “a matter of time” until other faults developed. 

FIIA officials told the committee that complaints would be handled in 
normal course of business. 
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Colwell Homes, Inc., 
Birmingham, Mich., October 7, 195Jf. 

Be John Hobby. 

Wendell Edwakds, 

Director, Federal Housing Administration , 

Detroit, Mich. 


Dear Mr. Edwards : Enclosed is an article which appeared in the Pontiac 
Press on September 30, which we thought you might like to add to your file 
on this subject. 

Yours very truly, 

Dlorah Building Co., 

Harold D. Colwell, President. 


[Pontiac, Mich., Press, September 30, 1954] 

Reply to Charges Made at FHA Probe : Most Residents Like Hoeft Road 

Homes 


A majority of residents in a 24-home subdivision east of Walled Lake yesterday 
voiced few complaints against con.struction of their prefabricated houses, but a 
minority of three listed what they termed Hobby’s residence had borne out the 
complaints. 

A Pontiac Press survey revealed that most residents felt their Hoeft Road 
neighbor, John Hol)by, did not speak for the group when he appeared last Friday 
In Detroit before the Senate Banking Committee investigating Federal Housing 
Administration operations in Michigan. 

A spokesman for the linn which built the subdivision, Colwell Homes Inc., of 
Birmingham, also asserted that most of the residents were “very satisfied.” 

Hobby told the Senators that bis home at 214S Hoeft had gaps in the walls and 
a defective septic tank when he moved in. 

Senator Capehart (Republican, Indiana), chairman of the committee, criticized 
Wendell Edwards, FHA director for eastern Michigan, for faiulre to act on 
Hobby’s complaint. 

Then he called for a more effective complaint system when Edwards said he 
hadn’t heard of Hobby’s assertions. 

Hobby said the smell of sewage on Hoeft caused the people to call it Tobacco 
Road. 


Capehart said an investigation of Hobl)y's residence had born out the com- 
plaints. 


Before his committee left to hold its hearings in New York, Capehart promised 
to “get to the bottom of this.” 

Yesterday Hobby pointed out spots where daylight could be seen looking from 
the inside of his home out. 

He said the septic tank emitted a strong odor which often prevented his five 
children from playing in the yard. 

The house painter said, “I’ve been in construction work 10 years and by the 
looks of this roof it won’t last the winter.” 

He stated that he had complained about some defects in June, but had gotten 
^ion from the construction company until this mouth. 

Chabot of lono Hoeft repeatol .some of Hobby’s complaints saying 
they ought to dig up one of those septic tanks and find out what’s wrong.” 

A neighbor across the street, Mrs. Joseph Willis, has written Senator Capehart 
stating that she is perfectly satisfied with the construction and functioning of 


Nine other housewives interviewed said their only complaint was septic-tank 
wm seemed to be disappearing and which the Colwell firm and county 

neaitli department are investigating. 

however, said she and her husband were driven from their back 
J a many times by the odor and “we wonder if it isn’t harmful to health.” 

lespmhio woman who said, “Our street certainly doesn’t 

be cm-re t^d^’ and we are confident the septic-tank condition will 


booS^\"^ u construction company, Harold Colwell said, “the residents 

"“Oerstanding that they were 
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People buy the prefabricated homes, Colwell declared, with intention of adding 
improvements themselves, such as cement driveways, landscaping, bathroom tile, 
and outside paint. * 

“If we add many extras they bring cost of the house up and also the down- 
payment.” Then the houses are no longer low cost and many families can’t 
afford them, said Colwell. 

He said the Hoeft Road type homes were “approved by about every builders 
conference in the country” and had seals of approval from two leading magazines, 

Two research laboratories are working to determine what causes the septic 
tank odor, Colwell stated. “The FHA and the county sanitation department 
inspected the tanks before they were covered,” he added. 

Colwell said complaints from residents had been checked and corrected where 
possible and those who had not painted their homes yet had been offered enough 
stain to carry through winter. 

The Chairman. The committee, during the months this investiga- 
tion of the FHA has been in progress, has been fortunate in having 
a capable, hard-worldng staff that developed the information that 
uncovered the many, many irregularities, and worse, that featured 
the operation of the FHA housing program. 

Spealdng for myself, and I am sure for the other members of the 
committee, I desire to commend them. 

As these hearings draw to a close, we shall insert in the record a 
list of all those on the staff who participated in the investigation. 

(The list referred to follows :) 


Senate Banking and Currency Committee, Federal Housing 

Investigation Staff 


Counsel : 

William Simon 
Richard W. Hogue 
Charles E. Sells 
Clarence M. Dinkins 
Thomas T. Kenney 
Staff: 

Angelo Addona 

Alfred S. Baer 

John A. Bard 

Morris W, Bush 

Richard J. Carr 

William H. Cook 

Dean Cromer 

Harry K. Cuthbertson, Jr. 

Robert J. Fink 

Byron D. Hedges 

George O. Hill 


Staff — Continued 
Joseph B. Kyle 
Edward F. Lyons 
Harold H. McConnell 
Regis J. McManus 
Ray C. Norvell 
Robert P. Patterson, Jr. 
Arthur J. Wilson 
James H. Walter 
Anthony Zabiegalski 
Clerical : 

Margaret Anderson 
Edna G. Cook 
Carol S. Keyser 
Helen M. Naylon 
Doris Thomas 
Janet D. Wiebler 
Marilyn Willmore 


The Chairman. Then I presume that is the end. We will now 
recess subject to the call of the chairman. I cannot say when we will 
hold further meetings, but we will hold further meetings. We will 
recess to the further call by the chairman. 

(Whereupon^ at 11 : 30 a. m., the committee recessed subject to the 
call of the Chair.) 
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